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Abstract 
The major contribution of this thesis is to establish a comprehensive and consistent database 
of tourist statistics for the regions of Queensland and for the State as a whole. It has been a 
major undertaking and makes a significant contribution to the state of knowledge with respect 
to tourism activity in Queensland. 
The second major contribution of the thesis is that it undertakes the most comprehensive 
analysis to date of tourism incorporating economic impacts in Queensland at the regional 
level. This analysis is based on the information developed in the database. 
The third and final major component of this thesis is its contribution to the implications for 
tourism policy developed in the thesis. Up to the present time there has been no systematic 
policies for the tourism industry at the regional level in Queensland. These issues are 
addressed. 
Page i 
Acknowledgements 
The author is deeply indebted to many people for assisting in bringing this thesis to fruition. 
In particular, I wish to thank my supervisors Emeritus Professor R.C. Jensen and Dr G.R. 
West for encouraging me to undertake research in a topic, that, while occupying a 
considerable part of my life over a number of years, has been both fascinating and instructive. 
For their continuing encouragement and support I am most grateful. 
In addition, I extend gratitude to numerous members of government departments, tourist 
organisations, travel agents, other academics and tourist developers. In particular, special 
thanks are due to Mr Noel Scott of the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation and Mr C. 
Cahill of the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, formerly the National Centre for 
Studies in Travel and Tourism for their invaluable assistance with data collection and 
interpretation of the survey data. 
Thanks are due to the former Tourism Policy Bureau of the Queensland Department of 
Tourism, Sport and Racing for invaluable information and advice during the course of this 
research. Gratitude is extended to Mr M. Fagence of the Department of Geographical 
Sciences, University of Queensland for his cheerful patience with borrowed research material 
and friendly discussions through the course of this research. Thanks are due to Ms Barbara 
Bayne for her invaluable comments on drafts of this thesis and her cheerful encouragement 
and support. Deepest thanks are due to Mr David Adams for his cheerful and invaluable 
assistance with the final production of the thesis and for his love and support during the final 
months of the research. 
Finally, I wish to thank my family and in particular my two daughters. Pi and Ashleigh, for 
their love and patience as well as tolerance over the years of this research. The thesis is 
dedicated to my mother, Titia Van Riel, who sadly passed away before seeing the thesis 
completed. 
I assume full responsibility for any errors or omissions in this work. 
Page ii 
WoT Contents 
Table of Contents 
Abstract ^ 
Acknowledgements ^^  
Chapter 1 Introduction 1 
U The Contribution of this thesis 1 
1 .S Background 1 
1.3 Concepts and forms of Tourism 5 
1.3.1 Concepts of Tourism 5 
1.3.2 Forms of Tourism 8; 
1.3.2.1 Basic Tourism Units 9 
1.4 Tourism and Economic Development 11 
1.4.1 Income redistribution 13 
1.4.2 Freedom from trade restrictions 13 
1.4.3 Demand growth 14 
1.4.4 Development costs W 
1.4.5 Employment 14 
1.4.6 Constraints 15 
1.4.7 Transport 15 
I J Outline of Thesis 16 
Chapter 2 Literature Review 
2.1 Introduction 17 
2.2 Naive Impact Models 19 
2.3 Cost-Benefit Analysis 21 
2.4 Developments in Multiplier Methods to Measure Tourism Impacts 26 
2.4.1 Types of Multipliers 26 
2.4.2 Keynesian Multiplier Analysis 30 
2.4.3 Economic Base Multipliers 34 
2.4.4 The Keynesian Ad Hoc Model 38 
2.4.5 Ratio vs. Normal Income Multipliers 39 
2.4.6 Early Adapted Keynesian Multiplier Models 44 
2.4.6.1 Clawson and Knetsch-USA (1966) 45 
2.4.6.2 Archibald-Great Britain (1967) 46 
2.4.6.3 Steele-Great Britain (1969) 47 
2.4.6.4 Lewes-Devon and Cornwall (1970) 49 
2.4.6.5 The Tayside Study - Henderson (1975) 50 
2.4.6.6 Edwards et al- South West England (1976) 59 
2.4.7 The Multiplier Process - from Ad hoc Keynesian to Economic Base to Input-Output 
Models 60 
2.5 The Input-Output Framework 64 
2.5.1 Input-Output Models 66 
2.5.2 Input-Output Analysis and Tourism 67 
2.5.3 Richards-U.K. and Ireland (1972) 67 
2.5.4 Archer-U.K. and Ireland (1973) 69 
2.5.5 Tourism and Recreation Research Unit, Edinburgh University (1981) 74 
2.5.6 Cooper and Pigram - Australia (1984) 75 
2.5.7 Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model - Queensland (1990) 76 
2.5.8 Resuhs of Selected Tourism Multiplier Impact Studies 78 
2.5.9 Bureau of Industry Economics, 1979, 1984. 81 
2.5.10 TheHunter Valley Research Foundation-1993 83 
2.6 Critical Evaluation of Multiplier Studies 84 
2.7 Computable General Equilibrium Models, Econometric Models and Tourism 92 
2.7.1 Computable General Equilibrium Models - ORANI (1982) 94 
2.7.2 ORANI-F(1988) 95 
Page ill 
Tattle ot contents 
2.7.2.1 ORANI-F: International Tourism-Australia (1991) 96 
2.7.2.2 Limitations of the ORANI Model 99 
2.7.3 Queensland State Model (1990) 100 
Chapter 3 Research Design - RETA-Q Data Design 103 
3.1 Introduction 103 
3.2 Need for a Queensland Regional Tourism Activity Database 103 
3.2.1 Inconsistencies in Tourism Core Data Collections 108 
3.2.2 Data Deficiencies 113 
3.3 RETA-Q Database 115 
3.4 Design of RETA-Q- Methodology 116 
3.4.1 The Database Design Process 116 
3.4.2 Schematic Representation of RETA-Q 127 
Chapter 4 Development of RETA-Q - Sources of Data 132 
4.1 Introduction 132 
4.2 National Data Collections 133 
4.3 Queensland Data in National Collections 134 
4.3.1 Survey of Tourist Accommodation (STA) 135 
4.3.2 Limitations of the STA 136 
4.3.3 International Visitor Survey (IVS) 137 
4.3.4 Limitations of the IVS 138 
4.3.5 Domestic Tourism Monitor (DTM) 139 
4.3.6 Limitations of the Domestic Tourism Monitor 140 
4.4 Queensland Data Collections 141 
4.4.1 Queensland Visitor Survey 141 
4.4.2 Limitations of the Queensland Visitor Survey 143 
4.4.3 Overseas Arrivals and Departures (OAD) 144 
4.4.4 Australian Tourism Investment Database 145 
4.4.5 ABS Service Industry Surveys 145 
4.4.6 Air Transport Data 146 
4.4.7 Limitations of Overseas Arrivals and Departures (OAD) 148 
4.4.8 Other ABS Data Sources 148 
4.4.9 Non-Government Data Sources 149 
Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity 150 
5.1 Introduction 150 
5.1.1 Consideration of the Defmition of Regions 150 
5.1.2 Queensland Regional Boundaries 152 
5.2 Tourism Activity by Visitors in Commercial Accommodation 175 
5.3 Tourism Activity by Visitors Visiting Friends and Relatives 182 
5.4 Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors 183 
5.5 Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 184 
5.6 Tourism Activity by Origin of Tourist 185 
5.7 Tourism Activity by Occupation of Tourist 187 
5.8 Tourism Activity by Sex and Age of Tourist 192 
5.9 Tourism by Main Attraction 196 
Chapter 6 Methodology for Measuring Tourism Impacts 201 
6.1 Introduction 201 
6.2 General Methodology 201 
6.3 Impact Analysis 202 
6.3.1 Input-Output Analysis and the V E A Model 203 
Page iv 
Table of Contents 
6.3.2 Modelling Tourism in an Input-Output Framework 206 
6.4 The VEA Model 207 
6.4.1 VEA Methodology and Scope 208 
6.4.2 Visitor Expenditures and the VEA Model 208 
6.4.3 Regional Input-Output Tables in the VEA Model 210 
6.4.4 AllocationofVisitorExpenditure to Input-Output Sectors 212 
6.4.4.1 Direct Impact of Tourist Expenditures 213 
6.4.4.2 Indirect or Flow on Effects of Tourist Expenditures 213 
6.4.5 Using the VEA Model 216 
Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis Of Tourism Activity In Queensland 220 
7.1 Introduction 220 
7.2 The Regional Distribution of Economic Activity in the Queensland Economy 1989-90 220 
7.3 Distribution of Tourism Activity in Queensland 225 
7.4 Regional Distribution of Tourism Activity in Queensland 235 
7.5 The Economic Structure of the Brisbane-Moreton Region, 1989-90 237 
7.6 Tourism Activity in the Brisbane Moreton Region 239 
7.7 Disaggregated Brisbane Moreton Region 239 
7.7.1 The Gold Coast Region 239 
7.7.2 The Brisbane Region 241 
7.7.3 The Sunshine Coast Region 243 
7.7.4 Balance of Moreton Region 245 
7.8 The Economic Structure of the Wide Bay-Burnett Region, 1989-90 247 
7.9 Wide Bay-Burnett Region - Tourism Activity 249 
7.10 The Economic Structure of the Darling Downs Region, 1989-90 251 
7.11 The Darling Downs Region -Tourism Activity 253 
7.12 The Economic Structure of the Fitzroy Region, 1989-90 255 
7.13 Fitzroy Region - Tourism Activity 257 
7.14 The Economic Structure oftheMackay Region, 1989-90 259 
7.15 Mackay Region - Tourism Activity 261 
7.16 The Economic Structure oftheNorthem Region, 1989-90 263 
7.17 Northern Region - Tourism Activity 265 
7.18 The Economic Structure of the Far North Region, 1989-90 267 
7.19 Far North Region - Tourism Activity 269 
7.20 The Economic Structure of the West Queensland Region, 1989-90 271 
7.20.1 The Economic Structure of the North West Region 271 
7.20.2 The Economic Structure ofthe South West Region, 1989-90 273 
7.20.3 The Economic Structure ofthe Central West Region, 1989-90 275 
7.21 West Queensland Region - Tourism Activity 277 
7.22 Conclusion 279 
Chapter 8 VEA - Input-Output Impact Analysis of RETA-Q 280 
8.1 Introduction 280 
8.2 Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation - All 
Regions 284 
8.3 Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Visiting Friends and Relatives - All Regions 288 
8.4 Input-Output Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors - All Regions 290 
8.5 Input-Output Multipliers for Daytripper Visitors - All Regions 292 
8.6 Output, Income and Employment Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation 293 
8.6.1 The Gold Coast Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures on the Brisbane-
Moreton Region by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 293 
8.6.2 The Brisbane Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures on the Brisbane-
Moreton Region by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 296 
8.6.3 The Sunshine Coast Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures on the 
Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 299 
Page v 
Table of Contents 
8.6.4 The Balance of Moreton Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures on the 
Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 302 
8.6.5 The Darling Downs Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 306 
8.6.6 The Wide Bay-Bumett Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures, by 
Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 308 
8.6.7 The Fitzroy Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation. 312 
8.6.8 The Mackay Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists Staying 
in Commercial Accommodation. 315 
8.6.9 The Northem Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists Staying 
in Commercial Accommodation. 317 
8.6.10 The Far North Queensland Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by 
Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 320 
8.6.11 The West Queensland Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 323 
8.6.12 The Total Queensland Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures by Tourists Staying 
in Commercial Accommodation 326 
8.7 Regional Tourism Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Visiting Friends and 
Relatives Visitors, Backpacker Visitors and Daytripper Visitors 329 
Chapter 9 Implications for Regional Tourism Policy in Queensland 347 
9. Implications for Regional Tourism Policy in Queensland 347 
9.1 Introduction 347 
9.2 Regional Implications of Tourism Expenditure for Tourism Policy. 348 
9.2.1 Gold Coast Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-Moreton Region Tourism 
Policy 348 
9.2.2 Brisbane Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-Moreton Region Tourism 
Policy 351 
9.2.3 Sunshine Coast Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-Moreton Region 
Tourism Policy 354 
9.2.4 Balance of Moreton Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-Moreton Region 
Tourism Policy 356 
9.2.5 Brisbane Moreton Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism 
Policy 358 
9.2.6 Darling Downs Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism 
Policy 360 
9.2.7 Wide Bay-Bumett Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism 
Policy 362 
9.2.8 Fitzroy Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism Policy 365 
9.2.9 Mackay Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism Policy 367 
9.2.10 Northem Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism Policy 370 
9.2.11 Far North Queensland Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional 
Tourism Policy 373 
9.2.12 West Queensland Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism 
Policy 375 
9.2.13 Total Queensland Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional Tourism 
Policy 376 
9.3 Summary 378 
Chapter 10 Summary and Conclusions. 386 
10. Summary and Conclusions. 386 
10.1 Introduction 386 
10.2 Summary and Conclusions 400 
Page vi 
Table of Contents 
Table of Tables 
Chapter 2 
Table 2.4.1-1 
Table 2.4.5-2 
Table 2.4.6-1 
Table 2.4.6-2 
Table 2.4.7-1 
Table 2.5.3-1 
Table 2.5.4-1 
Table 2.5.4-2 
Table 2.5.5-1 
Table 2.5.6-1 
Table 2.5.8-1 
Table 2.5.8-2 
Chapter 3 
Table 3.2-1 
Table 3.2-2 
Table 3.2-3 
Table 3.4-1 
Table 3.4-2 
Table 3.4-3 
Table 3.4-4 
Cost Benefit Analysis Associated with Tourism 23 
Keynesian Income and Ratio Income Multipliers, Okanagan and Turkey 42 
Tayside Regional Muhipliers by Accommodation and Mode of Transport 57 
Tayside Induced Income Muhiplier Values by size of region 58 
Two-sector macro input-output model 62 
Multiplier Values for the U.K. and Ireland, (Richards 1972) 67 
Multipliers derived for Tourist Expenditure for Anglesey 72 
Sectors ofthe Turkish Economy ranked by Income Multipliers (Liu, Var and Timur 
(1984) 73 
Multipliers for Selected Activities in 3 U.K. National Parks, Tourism Recreation 
Research Unit, 1981 74 
Output Multipliers for the AustraUan Economy Ranked By Industry, 76 
Tourism Regional Income and Employment Multipliers U.K. 80 
Regional and Local Tourist Employment Multipliers - UK 81 
Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and Q VS data (GC, SC, BR, and WBB) 111 
Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data (FY,MK,NO,FNQ) 112 
Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data for Queensland 113 
Visitor Nights ('000s) Gold Coast Region by Origin of Visitor 117 
Visitor Expenditure (S'OOOs) Gold Coast Region by Origin of Visitor 117 
Data included in RETA-Q 118 
Plan of Queensland Tourism for RETA-Q Database 124 
Chapter 5 
Table 5.1-1 RETA-Q Regional Boundaries and Tables Reference 154 
Table 5.1-2 Comparison of QVS with STA and IVS + DTM data (Gold Coast, Brisbane, 
Sunshine Coast and Wide Bay-Bumett Regions) 158 
Table 5.1-3 Comparison of QVS with STA and IVS + DTM data (Fitzroy, Mackay, Northem, 
and Far North Queensland Regions) 159 
Table 5.1-4 Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data for Total Queensland 160 
Table 5.1-5 Stmcture of RETA-Q, Key Elements of Type of Visitor, Origin of Visitor, Region 
of Visit and Purpose of Visit 163 
Table 5.1-6 Stmcture of RETA-Q (continued) Elements of Purpose of Visit, Category of 
Expenditure, Type of Accommodation, Visitor Nights and Package Tour 
Categories 164 
Table 5.1-7 Stmcture of RETA-Q, (continued) Main Type of Transport, Length of Stay and 
Visitor Profile 165 
Table 5.1-8 Stmcture of RETA-Q, (continued) Elements of Main Activity and Attraction to 
Region of Visit. 166 
Table 5.1-9 Total Expenditure by Main Category of Visitor from RETA-Q (S'OOOs) 170 
Table 5.1-10 Total Visitor Expenditure by Regional Distribution in Queensland for visitors 
staying in Commercial Accommodation 1989-90 (SOOOs) 171 
Table 5.1-11 Regional Distribution of Selected Tourism Expenditure in Queensland 174 
Table 5.2-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism By Main Purpose of Visit by Visitors Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation, Visitor Nights ('000s) 176 
Table 5.2-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Main Purpose of Visit, Visitors 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation, Visitor Nights ('000s) 177 
Table 5.2-3 Gold Coast Region, Selected Expenditure by all Visitors for all Purposes of Visit, 
Ranked in Descending Order of Total Expenditore (S'OOOs) 178 
Table 5.2-4 Brisbane Region, selected Expenditure by all Tourists for all Purposes ranked in 
Descending Order of Total Expenditure ($'000s) 179 
Page vu 
Table of Contents 
Table 5.2-5 Far North Queensland Region, Selected Expenditure by all Visitors, for all 
Purposes, Ranked in Descending Order of Total Expenditure (S'OOOs) 181 
Table 5.3-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Expenditure and Visitor Nights by Visitors for the 
Purpose of Visiting Friends and Relatives 182 
Table 5.3-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism ExpendiUire and Visitor Nights by Visitors 
for the Purpose of Visiting Friends and Relatives 182 
Table 5.4-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors Staying in Backpacker 
Commercial Accommodation 183 
Table 5.4-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors Staying in 
Backpacker Commercial Accommodation 183 
Table 5.5-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 184 
Table 5.5-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 185 
Table 5.6-1 Tourism Activity of Visitors Originating from Japan, for the Purpose of Business, 
Expenditure (S'OOOs) 186 
Table 5.6-2 Tourism Activity of Visitors Originating from Japan, for the Purpose of Holiday 
Recreation, Expenditure (S'OOOs) 187 
Table 5.7-1 Brisbane Region, Occupation of Visitor, Visitor Nights ('000s) 189 
Table 5.7-2 Far North Queensland, Occupation of Visitor, Visitor Nights ('000s) 191 
Table 5.8-1 Far North Queensland Region, Sex and Age of Visitor as a Proportion of Groups 
by Origin 193 
Table 5.8-2 Brisbane Region, Sex and Age of Visitor as a Proportion of Groups by Origin 195 
Table 5.9-1 Brisbane Region, Main Attraction of Visitors to Region (Percentage of Visitors) 197 
Table 5.9-2 Far North Queensland Region, Main Attraction of Visitors to Region (Percentage 
of Visitors) 199 
Chapter 6 
Table 6.4.2-1 Queensland Visitor Survey Expenditure Categories. 
Table 6.4.3-1 Input-Output Industrial Sectors 
Table 6.4.4-1 Allocation of Visitor Expenditure to Regional Input-Output Sectors 
Table 6.4.4-2 Import Ratios of Regional Industries 
210 
212 
214 
216 
Chapter 7 
Table 7.2-1 Selected Economic Aggregates, Queensland Regions 1989-90 222 
Table 7.2-2 Sectoral Distribution of Economic Activities, Queensland, 1989-90 224 
Table 7.3-1 Tourism Expenditure by Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation for all 
Regions. 226 
Table 7.3-2 Regional Tourism Expenditure and Visitor Nights by Visiting Friends and 
Relatives (VFR) Visitors 1989-90 228 
Table 7.3-3 Queensland Regional Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors, 1989-90 229 
Table 7.3-4 Regional Queensland Tourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors, 1989-90 230 
Table 7.3-5 Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation Average Daily Expenditure ($) 
and Visitor Nights by region 231 
Table 7.3-6 VFR (Visiting Friends and Relatives) Average Daily Expenditure ($) by Region 
and Visitor Nights 232 
Table 7.3-7 Daytripper Average Daily Expenditure by Region and No of Visitors 233 
Table 7.3-8 Backpacker Visitors, Average Daily Expenditure by Region and Visitor Nights 233 
Table 7.3-9 Regional Distribution of Tourist Visitor Nights by Purpose of Visit for Visitors 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 234 
Table 7.4-1 Regional Comparisons of Selected Tourism Expenditures Categories , 1989-90 236 
Table 7.5-1 Selected Economic Aggregates, Brisbane-Moreton Region, 1989-90 238 
Table 7.8-1 Gold Coast Region Selected Categories of Total Tourism Expenditure 240 
Table 7.9-1 Brisbane Region, Selected Tourism by Origin of Tourist Expenditure, 1989-90 242 
Table 7.10-1 Sunshine Coast Region, Selected Tourism Expenditure, 1989-90 244 
Table 7.11-1 Balance of Moreton Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90 246 
Page viii 
Table of Contents 
Table 7.12-1 Wide Bay-Bumett Region, Sectoral Distribution of Selected Economic Aggregates, 
1989-90 248 
Table 7.13-1 Wide Bay-Bumett Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90 250 
Table 7.14-1 Darling Downs Region, Sectoral Distribution of Selected Industries, 1989-90 252 
Table 7.15-1 Darling Downs Region, Selected Tourism Total Expenditures by Origin of Tourist, 
1989-90 254 
Table 7.16-1 Fitzroy Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-90 256 
Table 7.17-1 Fitzroy Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90 258 
Table 7.18-1 Mackay Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-90 260 
Table 7.19-1 Mackay Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90 262 
Table 7.20-1 Northem Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-9 264 
Table 7.21-1 Northem Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90. 266 
Table 7.22-1 Far North Queensland Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-90 268 
Table 7.23-1 Far North Queensland Region, Selected Tourism Expenditures, 1989-90 270 
Table 7.25-1 North West Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-90 272 
Table 7.26-1 South West Region, Selected Economic Aggregates 274 
Table 7.27-1 Central West Region, Selected Economic Aggregates, 1989-90 276 
Table 7.28-1 West Queensland s Selected Tourism Expenditure, 1989-90 (S'OOOs) 278 
Chapter 8 
Table 8.2-1 
Table 8.3-1 
Table 8.4-1 
Table 8.5-1 
Table 8.7-1 
Table 8.7-2 
Table 8.7-3 
Table 8.7-4 
Table 8.7-5 
Table 8.7-6 
Table 8.7-7 
Table 8.7-8 
Table 8.7-9 
Table 8.7-10 
Table 8.7-11 
Summary Results of Regional Tourism Multipliers for Tourism Expenditure by 
Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Visiting 
Friends and Relatives 
Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Daytripper Visitors 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast 
and Balance of Moreton Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, 
Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Northem, Far North Queensland, West 
Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance 
of Moreton Regions. 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide Bay Burnett, Fitzroy and 
Mackay Regions. 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expendimre by Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors - Northem, Far North Queensland, West Queensland 
and Total Queensland Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Backpacker Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of 
Moreton Regions 
Summary Tables of 
Backpacker Visitors -
Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Backpacker Visitors -Northem Region, Far North Queensland, West Queensland 
and Total Queensland Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper 
Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper 
Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, Fitzroy ,and Mackay Regions 
Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, Fitzroy and Mackay 
288 
289 
291 
292 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
340 
341 
342 
Page ix 
Table of Contents 
Table 8.7-12 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper 
Visitors -Northem , Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total 
Queensland Regions 343 
Table 8.7-13 Regional Summary of Output Impacts of Tourism Expenditure in Queensland 
(S'OOOs) 344 
Table 8.7-14 Regional Summary of Income Impacts of Tourism Expenditure in Queensland 
(S'OOOs) 345 
Table 8.7-15 Regional Summary of Employment Impacts of Tourism Expenditure in Queensland 
(Jobs - Full-time equivalent (FTE)) 346 
Chapter 9 
Table 9.2.1-1 Gold Coast Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton 
Region 348 
Table 9.2.1-2 Gold Coast Region, Main attraction by Origin of Visitor (Percentage of Visitors). 350 
Table 9.2.2-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton 
Region 351 
Table 9.2.2-2 Brisbane Region, Main Attraction to Region (Percentage of Visitors) 353 
Table 9.2.3-1 Sunshine Coast, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton 
Region 354 
Table 9.2.3-2 Sunshine Coast Region, Main Attraction to Region (Percentage of Visitors) 355 
Table 9.2.4-1 Balance of Moreton Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-
Moreton Region 357 
Table 9.2.4-2 Balance of Moreton Region, Main Attraction to Region, (Percentage of Visitors) 358 
Table 9.2.5-1 Brisbane-Moreton, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton 
Region. 358 
Table 9.2.6-1 Darling Downs Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Darling Downs 
Region. 360 
Table 9.2.6-2 Darling Downs Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region (Percentage of 
Visitors). 361 
Table 9.2.7-1 Wide Bay-Bumett Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Wide Bay-
Bumett Region 362 
Table 9.2.7-2 Wide Bay-Bumett Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region (Percentage of 
Visitors). 364 
Table 9.2.8-1 Fitzroy Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Fitzroy Region 366 
Table 9.2.8-2 Fitzroy Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region.(Percentage of Visitors) 367 
Table 9.2.9-1 Mackay Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Mackay Region. 368 
Table 9.2.9-2 Mackay Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region.(Percentage of Visitors) 369 
Table 9.2.10-1 Northem Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Northem Region 371 
Table 9.2.10-2 Northem Region, Main Attraction to Region, (Percentage of Visitors) 372 
Table 9.2.11-1 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Far North 
Queensland Region 373 
Table 9.2.11-2 Far North Queensland Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region.(Percentage 
of Visitors) 374 
Table 9.2.12-1 West Queensland Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of West 
Queensland Region 375 
Table 9.2.13-1 Total Queensland Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Total 
Queensland Region 376 
Table 9.2.13-2 Total Queensland Region, Main Attraction to Queensland Region 377 
Table 9.2.13-3 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism Expenditure to Gross Output in the 
Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast, Balance of Moreton, Brisbane-Moreton, 
and Darling Downs Regions 380 
Table 9.2.13-4 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism Expenditure to Gross Output in the 
Wide Bay-Bumett, Fitzroy, Mackay, Northem, Far North Queensland and Total 
Queensland Regions. 381 
Table 9.2.13-5 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism Employment to Total Regional 
Employment in the Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast, Balance of Moreton, 
Brisbane-Moreton, and Darling Downs Regions. 382 
Page X 
Table ot Contents 
Table 9.2.13-6 Summary Regional Employment Impacts and Total Employment Contt-ibution to 
Regional Employment in the Wide Bay Bumett, Fitzroy, Mackay, Northem, Far 
North Queensland and Total Queensland regions. 383 
Table 9.2.13-7 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism ExpendiUire to Gross Output 
(Percent of Queensland Total Gross Output 384 
Table 9.2.13-8 Summary of Regional Contt-ibution of Tourism Employment to Total Regional 
Employment. (Percent of Total Queensland Employment 385 
Table of Figures 
Figure 3.4.1-1 Tables for use in RETA-Q 117 
Figure 3.4.1-2 Select Query asking a Question about the data in the tables. 126 
Figure 3.4.2-1 RETA-Q Database flows 127 
Figure 3.4.2-2 Schematic representation of the relationship between a number of elements of 
RETA-Q 128 
Figure 3.4.2-3 Schematic Representation of Elements of RETA-Q Database 130 
Figure 3.4.2-4 Diagram Illustrating the Flows from a Query from RETA-Q Diagram Illustrating 
the Flows from a Query from RETA-Q 131 
Figure 6.4.5-1 Map Showing ABS Statistical Divisions of Queensland and Regional Boundaries 219 
Page xi 
Table of Contents 
Appendices 
APPENDIX A Regional Input-Output Multipliers Tables For Visitors Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 402 
APPENDIX B Regional Input-Output Multipliers Tables for Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives 430 
APPENDIX C Regional Input-Output Multipliers Tables for Backpacker Visitors 458 
APPENDIX D Regional Input-Output Multipliers Tables for Dayttipper Visitors 486 
APPENDIX E Regional Industry ASIC Classification 514 
APPENDIX F National ASIC Industtry Classification 518 
APPENDIX G Allocation of Household Expenditure Three-Digit Commodities to Input-Output 
Industties 522 
APPENDIX H Final Consumers Expenditure Margins 531 
APPENDIX I Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industties by Region 535 
APPENDIX J Queensland Visitor Survey Region Boundaries 541 
APPENDIX K Queensland Regional Tourist Associations 544 
APPENDIX L List of Abbreviations 547 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 550 
Page xi) 
Table of Contents 
Appendix Tables 
Appendix A 
Table A-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast 
and Balance of Moreton Regions 403 
Table A-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, 
Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 404 
Table A-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation - Northem, Far North Queensland, West 
Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 405 
Table A-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 408 
Table A-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying 
In Commercial Accommodation for Visitors Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation 410 
Table A-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 412 
Table A-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Tourists Staying In Commercial Accommodation 414 
Table A-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 416 
Table A-9 Wide Bay Bumett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Tourists Staying In Commercial Accommodation 418 
Table A-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying 
In Commercial Accommodation 420 
Table A-12 Northem Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying 
In Commercial Accommodation 422 
Table A-13 Far North Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 424 
Table A-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 426 
Table A-15 Total Queensland, Output, Income, and Employment Multipliers for Tourists 
Staying In Commercial Accommodation 428 
Appendix B 
Table B-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Visiting Friends and Relatives - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance 
of Moreton Regions 431 
Table B-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Visiting Friends and Relatives - Darling Downs, Wide Bay Bumett, Fitzroy and 
Mackay Regions 432 
Table B-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists 
Visiting Friends and Relatives - Northem, Far North Queensland, West Queensland 
and Total Queensland Regions 433 
Table B-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors. 434 
Table B-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends 
and Relatives Visitors. 436 
Table B-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors. 438 
Table B-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 440 
Table B-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors. 442 
Page xiii 
Table of Contents 
Table B-9 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends 
and Relatives Visitors. 444 
Table B-10 Wide Bay-Bumett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 446 
Table B-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends 
and Relatives Visitors. 448 
Table B-12 Northem Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends 
and Relatives Visitors. 450 
Table B-13 Far North Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 452 
Table B-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors. 454 
Table B-15 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting 
Friends and Relatives Visitors. 4S6 
Appendix C 
Table C-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Backpacker Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of 
Moreton Region 459 
Table C-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Backpacker Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, Fitzroy and Mackay 
Regions 460 
Table C-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by 
Backpacker Visitors - Northem, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and 
Total Queensland Regions 461 
Table C-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker 
Visitors 462 
Table C-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker 
Visitors 464 
Table C-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 466 
Table C-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 468 
Table C-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 470 
Table C-9 Wide Bay-Bumett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 472 
Table C-10 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker 
Visitors 474 
Table C-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker 
Visitors 476 
Table C-12 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker 
Visitors 478 
Table C-13 Far North Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 480 
Table C-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 482 
Table C-15 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for 
Backpacker Visitors 484 
Appendix D 
Table D-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper 
Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 487 
Table D-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Dayttipper 
Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Bumett, Fitzroy ,and Mackay Regions 488 
Table D-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Dayttipper 
Visitors - Northem, FarNorth Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland 
Regions 489 
Page xi\' 
Table of Contents 
Table D-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper 
Visitors. 490 
Table D-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 492 
Table D-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper 
Visitors 494 
Table D-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for 
Dayttipper Visitors. 496 
Table D-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper 
Visitors. 498 
Table D-9 Wide Bay-Bumett Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for 
Dayttipper Visitors. 500 
Table D-10 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Dayttipper Visitors. 502 
Table D-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Dayttipper Visitors. 504 
Table D-12 Northem Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Dayttipper Visitors. 506 
Table D-13 Far North Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for 
Dayttipper Visitors. 508 
Table D-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Dayttipper 
Visitors. 510 
Table D-15 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper 
Visitors. 512 
Page XV 
Chapter l introduction 
Chapter 1 
1. Introduction 
1.1 The Contribution of this thesis 
There are three major contributions of this thesis. The first is to establish a 
comprehensive and consistent database of a wide range of tourism statistics for the 
regions of Queensland and for the State as a whole. It has been a major undertaking 
and makes a significant contribution to the state of knowledge with respect to tourism 
in Queensland. 
The second major contribution of the thesis is that it undertakes the most 
comprehensive analysis to date of tourism, including measuring the economic impacts 
for Queensland at the regional level. This analysis is based on the information 
developed in the database. 
The third and final major component of the thesis is as an information source for 
regional tourism policy. Up to the present time there have been no systematic policies 
for the tourism industry in Queensland at the regional level. This thesis addresses the 
implications for regional tourism policy of the regional tourism database (RETA-Q) 
and its analyses. 
1.2 Background 
At present Queensland has a rapidly growing Tourism industry. Queensland Treasury 
estimates show tourism expenditure contributed approximately 7.5 percent to gross 
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State product (at market prices) in 1996-97 compared with 6.8 percent a decade ago.' 
The growth of tourism impacts on the natural and social environment as it exerts 
pressure on existing resources to meet a range of competing needs including those of 
infi"astructure and accommodation^ The prospects for the growth and development of 
a sustainable thriving tourism industry in this state are good. However, for the 
tourism industry to reach its potential as a major sustainable economic activity in 
Queensland and its regional economies, it is necessary that effective planning and 
pohcy programs be developed and monitored to achieve the best possible outcomes 
for the host communities as well as for the visitors. 
The tourism industry is a decentralized one and is not easily defined nor centrally 
managed. There are many private and public sector interests involved because of the 
nature of goods and services provided as well as the infrastructure needed to support 
it. Much of the infrastructure that goes towards assisting the development of the 
tourism industry is also required for the general economic development of the state as 
a whole. 
Since tourism in Queensland is very much a regional issue, regional tourism in 
Queensland is the focus of this research. Regional tourism issues are identified and 
the implications of the tourism data and analysis provided in this thesis forms the 
basis for the implications for tourism policy at the regional level. The starting point 
however, for any thorough understanding of the nature of the industry is the 
Queensland Treasury, 1997, Annual Economic Report 1997-97 The Queensland Economy, Queensland 
Government, Brisbane. 
See for example, Kelleher, G., and Driml, S., "The Environmental Limits to Tourism in the Great Barrier Reef 
Marine Park", in Faulkner, B. and Fagence, M., Frontiers in Australian Tourism, Bureau of Tourism Research; 
Jeffreys, A, 1988, "The Environmental Impact of Tourism", 1988, in Faulkner, B. and Fagence, M., Frontiers 
in Australian Tourism, Bureau of Tourism Research; Daines, D., "Development and Construction in the Tourist 
Industry", 1988, in Faulkner, B. and Fagence, M., Frontiers in Australian Tourism, Bureau of Tourism 
Research. Canberra. 
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development of a comprehensive database of the industry as a whole. Regional 
tourism planning needs to be firmly grounded in the best available knowledge about 
the industries that impact on each and every region. There are many and varied 
interest groups each competing for the tourism dollar with strong lobby groups 
attempting to persuade governments at all levels to lend support for a wide range of 
diverse and sometimes conflicting developments. To date government funding 
decisions for particular tourism services and infrastructure have generally been on an 
ad hoc basis. Different government departments^ often at different levels of 
government, have responsibilities for various aspects of the economy that are 
fundamental to the tourism industry."* Competition between organizations involved in 
regional development in general and tourism development in particular has resulted in 
continuing demands for statistics on which to base claims for financial assistance. 
The tourism database, particularly at the regional level in Queensland, on which 
development and planning decisions should be based, has been inadequate for the 
analysis and management of any fast growing industry. Data from the various 
collections at the local state and national levels appear to be telling contradictory 
stories. Individual data collections are based on differing criteria and collections are 
devised for differing purposes. Output of some of the surveys that do exist could be 
improved. It has therefore become imperative that a comprehensive collection of the 
disparate array of data that does exist be gathered into a consistent, composite set of 
"best" estimates covering the fundamentals of tourism statistics. 
In Queensland, Treasury, Department of Economic Development and Trade and Department of Transport have 
interests in the tourism industry whilst local authorities develop strategies to attract tourists to their particular 
regions. 
Further, the state has fourteen Regional Tourism Associations of which six are represented on Regional 
Economic Development Boards each with different funding arrangements, adding to the complications. 
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This has been the main objective ofthe first part of this thesis: to collect, collate, and 
develop a composite set of tourism statistics relating to the regions of Queensland. 
The database that has resulted has been termed RETA-Q (Regional Tourism Activity -
Queensland). The base year was chosen to accord with the existence of the latest 
available input-output tables for the Queensland regions so that the database could 
readily provide the data for the economic impact analysis of tourism activity for the 
regions of Queensland. This latter has formed the second major contribution of the 
thesis - the analysis of the tourism industry incorporating statistics developed in the 
RETA-Q database. 
The development of the RETA-Q database outlined in this thesis is a fundamental 
contribution in assisting policymakers, and all those connected with the tourism 
industry, in accessing tourism statistical information in a comprehensive and 
meaningful way. The RETA-Q database provides the foundation for the implications 
for regional tourism policy issues developed as the outcome of the RETA-Q database 
and the regional analysis of RETA-Q data. Economic impacts ofthe tourism industry 
on the regions of Queensland separately, as well as on Queensland as a whole, have 
been estimated. The results indicate the substantive nature of the industry in some 
regions, and indicate the potential for further development of tourism in other regions. 
Regional implications for tourism policy has been the focus of the third and final 
major contribution ofthe thesis. Tourism policy issues are raised from the analyses of 
the RETA-Q data developed in the thesis. This has been a major undertaking in itself 
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since, up to the present time, there has been no formal regional analysis of tourism 
and the implications for regional tourism policy in Queensland.^ 
1.3 Concepts and forms of Tourism 
1.3.1 Concepts of Tourism 
This section addresses the problem of defining the concept of tourism and tourists for 
the purpose of this thesis. This is followed with a discussion of some of the reasons 
why tourism is seen as an attractive development option. 
First, there is the problem of defining a tourist. For example, should day-trippers be 
considered as tourists; and should travellers for business purposes, who use similar 
facilifies as tourists, be distinguished from tourists? Second, there is the problem of 
defining the "tourist" industry since it is not a single identifiable sector of the 
economy. It involves a cross section of component activities including the provision 
of transportation, accommodation, entertainment, recreation, food and related 
industries etc. 
The Interim Report of the House of Representatives Select Committee adopted the 
following as its definifion of a tourist: 
"All short term visitors into an area for any purpose other than to 
commute to work. "^ 
At the time of writing, the Queensland Government is beginning to acknowledge the problems inherent in the 
lack of tourism policy at the state level in by undertaking the development of a tourism strategy for the state. 
Tourism strategies for various regions will no doubt follow, given sufficient government funding, particularly 
for those regions with strong tourism potential. 
Australian Government, Final Report, House of the Representatives Select Committee on Tourism, Australian 
Government Publishing Service, Canberra, 1978: 3 
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Subsequently, the Committee felt this definition was too broad to be useful and in its 
Final Report the Committee adopted the refined definition of a tourist as: 
"Persons who travel more than 40 km from their normal place of 
residence for any reason other than to commute to a normal place of 
work. " 
A distance constraint was included in this definition so that local travel within a 
community would not be counted as tourist travel. 
It could be argued that tourism starts when accommodation outside the traveller's 
permanent residence is used. Recreational travel without an overnight stay would 
more properly be called daytripping. Thus, the Bureau of Industry Economics, in 
conformity with current international practice,^ adopted the following definition of a 
tourist: 
"A person visiting a location, at least 40 km from his usual place of 
residence, for a period of at least twentyfour hours and not exceeding 
12 months. "* 
This definition incorporated both a time and distance constraint, effectively excluding 
daytrippers who have different patterns of expenditure to tourists as defined as such 
for the purpose of holiday/recreational activities. Since daytrippers did not spend 
money on accommodation and since expenditure on accommodation was seen by the 
tourist industry as a significant component of total tourist expenditure, it was felt that 
any definition of a tourist should include a time as well as distance constraint. 
For example, the United Nations and the Tourism Committee of the Organization for Economic Co-operation 
and Development. 
Bureau of Industry Economics, 1979, Economic Significance of Tourism in Australia, AGPS, Canberra, p. 1. 
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Defining a separate tourism industry is also problematical. The official statistics do 
not identify or separately classify a tourism industry for Australia as a whole or for 
any state. Certain industries which are officially classified such as transport (Air, sea 
and road), accommodation, entertainment, wholesale and retail trade etc. sell a 
proportion of their output to tourists, but are not exclusively tourist industries. Thus, 
as a consumption category, tourists spend money on various products and services 
that originate from different productive sectors of the economy. In other words 
tourism expenditure is a component of final demand. The quantitative and qualitative 
character of production in any area is partly or totally dependent on tourism demand. 
The heterogeneous group of products and services when directed to tourists can be 
defined as the integral tourist product and the relevant enterprises the tourist industry. 
Its variety is determined by the nature of tourist expenditures on products and 
services, whatever price system is considered (market or producer prices). Thus, 
goods and services provided to travellers originate in a number of sectors in the 
economy. For some industries part of the output is provided to tourists while the 
other part is provided to other consumers. The tourist industry can be considered as 
consisting of those enterprises whose economic future depends on fulfilling the 
requirements of travellers. Definitions for a tourist industry should also include those 
enterprises whose incomes are significantly affected by tourism, but which do not 
recognize their dependence on the tourist industry"^ 
No official stafistics in Australia exist for a separately classified "tourism industry" in 
the National Accounts. However, many of the 109 industries classified by the 
' Final Report H.R.S.C. ibid: 4. 
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Australian Bureau of Stafistics in the Input-Output Tables'" sell a percentage of their 
output to tourists. Tourism is seen in terms of statistics as a final demand activity, 
rather than as a production activity in its own right. 
The above definitions are rather broad and include business travellers and persons 
traveling for educational purposes as well as for pleasure and vacation. Thus, when 
considering the economic impact of tourist acfivity, most sectors ofthe economy will 
be affected by tourist activity, although some sectors, (like the defence sector) will 
experience only minimal effects. 
1.3.2 Forms of Tourism 
The following forms of tourism can be distinguished: 
• Domesfic tourism, involving residents of the given country traveling only within 
this country; 
• Inbound tourism, involving non-residents traveling in another country; 
• Outbound tourism, involving residents traveling in another country. 
Translating this into the regional context, the same forms of tourism may be described 
by replacing the word country with the word region. 
"Tourism" refers to all activities of visitors including both overnight visitors and 
same-day visitors." 
With respect to the use of the term "domestic" in the regional tourism context, this 
differs from its use in the national accounts. "Domestic travellers" refers to those 
Australian Bureau of Statistics, y^ M /^ra/Zan National Accounts Input-Output Tables 1989-90, Australian Bureau 
of Statistics, Canberra. 
This would include daytrippers and backpackers. This contrasts with the definition outlined in page 5 above. 
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residents traveling within their own region. In the national accounts context 
"domesfic" refers to the acfivities and expenditure of both residents and non residents 
traveling within the reference region, i.e. both domestic and inbound tourism. 
1.3.2.1 Basic Tourism Units 
In the present context basic tourism units refer to the individuals/households which 
are the subject ofthe tourism activities and can therefore be addressed in surveys as 
the stafistical units (notwithstanding broader or different concepts of statisfical unit, 
e.g., unit of observation, enumeration, classification, analysis etc.). The overall 
concept of "traveller" refers to "any person on a trip between two or more countries or 
between two or more localities within his/her country of usual residence''. This 
differs from the usual concepts used in transport statistics since these usually exclude 
crew members or tour operators etc. 
The concept of residence, usual place of residence or origin of visitor all refer to the 
concept of a resident as a person who has lived for most ofthe past year (12 months) 
in a particular region or locality. 
The Queensland Visitor Survey'^ which formed a large part ofthe initial tourism data 
set for this thesis, incorporated survey regions in Queensland which mostly 
corresponded to the ABS Stafisfical Divisions (SD) as follows:'" 
1. Gold Coast: (Gold Coast City plus part of Albert Shire west to Nerang and north 
to Coomera). 
A complete discussion on different tourism units and definitions of tourism can be found in United Nations, 
1994, Recommendations on Tourism Statistics, United Nations, New York, p. 7. 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1990, Results of the Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS) -
Commercial Accommodation 1989-90, Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, Brisbane. 
Figure 6.4.5-1 Map illustrates the regional boundaries in Chapter 6 p. 219. 
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2. Brisbane (SD). 
3. Sunshine Coast (Caloundra, Maroochy and Noosa Shires). 
4. Balance of Moreton (i.e. Moreton SD minus regions 1 and 3). 
5. Wide Bay Bumett (SD) 
6. Fitzroy (SD) (centred on the cities of Rockhampton and Gladstone). 
7. Mackay (SD). 
8. Northem (SD) (centred on Townsville). 
9. Far North (SD) (centred on Caims). 
10. Darling Downs (SD) 
11. Westem Queensland (North West, Central West, and South West SD's'^). 
The Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS) involved sample surveys of tourists staying in 
commercial accommodation in Queensland at some time during the stated period. 
However, the tourists sampled were those occupying accommodation units which 
cover various types of accommodation usually available for short term letting and 
primarily included: 
a) licensed hotels and motels; 
b) guest houses and hostels; 
c) units, flats and rented houses; and 
d) caravan parks 
The Barrier Reef Islands were included in the relevant regions as above. Included are all the islands north from 
Lady Elliott Island. 
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The QVS survey sampled only commercial accommodation units. This meant that a 
proportion of units and flats (consisting of less than five units) were excluded from the 
sample. Visitors staying with friends and relatives were also excluded as were 
daytrippers and backpackers-^. 
1.4 Tourism and Economic Development 
This section introduces the concept of tourism as an attractive development option. 
Tourism has developed in many different contexts. Modem mass tourism has its 
origins in the affluence of the industrialised nations of Westem Europe, North 
America and more recently, Japan. Increased incomes in the generator countries and 
technological advances in transport that has lowered the real cost of travel have 
accompanied the growth of intemational tourism. The expansion of tourism more 
recently has taken place in many developing economies in Asia, Africa, Latin 
America, the South Pacific and the Caribbean. 
Tourism's economic significance is considerable. In 1986 the World Tourism 
Organisation (WTO) estimated the number of intemational tourist arrivals at about 
340 million and receipts from intemafional tourism at 115 billion dollars. Domesfic 
tourists are generally several times more numerous than intemational tourists in most 
developed westem industrialised states.'^ 
This rapid growth in travel internationally has significant implications for the 
economies of the recipient countries, especially in those countries where the rate of 
'* Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Tourism Trends, QTTC. 
" Pearce, D., 1989, Tourist Development, Longman, UK. 
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growth in intemational tourism receipts has outstripped the rate of growth of many 
traded commodities.'^ 
Tourism can be seen as a development option where the potential for economic 
benefits from tourism is significant. It is for this reason that many developing 
countries look upon tourism as a potential development option. A number of reasons 
can be advanced for tourism's attractiveness as a development option.^^ 
Benefits that accme from tourism as a development option are primarily seen in terms 
of increasing foreign exchange eamings. For many countries tourism may represent a 
diversification ofthe economy and a lessening of dependence on traditional exports.^" 
Reliance on tourism as a foreign exchange earner has to be examined in the context of 
the net benefits of tourism. Costs and leakages can take several forms"': 
• The costs of imported goods and services used by tourists. 
• Foreign exchange costs of capital investment in tourist facilities. 
• Payments abroad in terms of profits and remittances, interest payments on foreign 
loans, payments due to foreign travel agents, overseas training of personnel, 
publicity and promotion abroad etc. 
For example, small countries like Fiji and Samoa rely on tourism to boost their economies. 
Jenkins provides a perspective on the role of tourism in development. See Jenkins, C.L. "Tourism Policies in 
Developing Countries", in Medlik, S., (ed.). Managing Tourism, 1991, Butterworth Heinemann, Oxford, 
pp.269-277. 
Lee, G.P., 1987, Tourism as a factor in development cooperation. Tourism Management, 8(1), 2-19. 
lUOTO, 1975, The Impact of International Tourism on the Economic Development of the Developing 
Countries, Intemational Union of Official Travel Organisations/World Tourism Organisation, Geneva. 
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It is important to consider where tourism is seen as a development option that 
tourism's contribution to economic development be measured against the contribution 
of other sectors in the economy.^ " 
1.4.1 Income redistribution 
Tourist flows have the effect of redistributing income from the tourism generating 
country to the recipient country. But the degree to which real income redistribution 
takes place depends on the foreign exchange rates in the parficipating countries.^ ^ As 
indicated in the previous section, tourism's role in economic development would 
depend on the degree to which any redistributed income was retained in the recipient 
economy.^ '* 
1.4.2 Freedom from trade restrictions 
International tourism has few barriers to trade in terms of tariffs, quotas and other 
obstmctions such as visa impediments and currency restrictions. The widespread 
abolifion of visas, the modification or removal of currency restrictions on travel, and 
improved international relations have made tourism one ofthe few "exports" reladvely 
unhindered by trade restrictions. 
In Hong Kong the leakage from Tourism was high compared to other Asian countries, but was lower than that 
ofthe electronics industry, another important sector ofthe economy. (Lin, T.B. and Pye, E.A.. (Eds), 1983, 
Tourism in Asia: the Economic Impact, Singapore University Press, Singapore). 
Income redistribution could also take place within a country. For example, visitors to Queensland coming from 
outside the State would result in a redistribution from other parts of Australia to Queensland's economy. 
However, this would not necessarily increase the total economic wealth of the country. It would merely 
indicate a relative redistribution of income between the states. 
Rebus, R. 1973, International Tourism and the Economics of Developing Countries, Paris: OECD. 
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1.4.3 Demand growth 
Factors which increase demand for tourism such as leisure time and disposable 
income^ ^ have increased in recent years and the impact on the demand for travel and 
tourism has been intensified by innovations in tour wholesaling and retailing. The 
development of inclusive tours and cheap charter flights continue, together with an 
increasing range of promotional fares made available by airlines. Improvements in 
aircraft have considerably reduced flying time and economies of scale have resulted in 
lower fares. The growth in travel demand is likely to continue as more distant 
countries are added to tour destinations. 
1.4.4 Development costs 
Tourism is often regarded as a low cost sector because it requires and uses the existing 
natural attributes of a region (scenic amenity, beaches and climate, etc.). These basic 
features may be supplemented by ethnic and cultural factors. The tourist amenity 
factor is often considered as having a low or even zero opportunity cost, since no 
alternative use can be found for it. However, a region's attractiveness to tourists is 
more than a physical environment. It often depends on expensive investment in 
infrastmcture and buildings.^ ^ There are also environmental costs where trampling on 
nature reserves and disturbances to wildlife need to be considered in calculating the 
net benefits of any tourist development. 
Bull, A., 1995, The Economics of Travel and Tourism, Second Edition, Longman, Melbourne. 
' See Jenkins, ibid., p. 272. 
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1.4.5 Employment 
Tourism is generally labour intensive and provides employment for individuals who 
might otherwise be unemployed. However, the tourism industry is seasonal in nature 
and employees are often low paid. Provision of infrastmcture however, is capital 
intensive and this might provide difficulties for regions where access to capital funds 
is limited. Where tourism does generate employment and where the earnings are 
retained in the recipient region, it will clearly have an economic knpact enhanced by 
the multiplier effect, on income employment and goverrmient revenue. 
1.4.6 Constraints 
The intemational tourism market is highly competitive. Many studies, reports, and 
books on tourism and economic development highlight the benefits, but minimise the 
disadvantages of intemational tourism. Robert Erbes (1973) has stressed the problems 
of dependency in intemational tourism particularly with respect to tourism and 
developing countries, but there are other organisational and institutional factors which 
constrain tourism's contribution to development. The most restrictive factors, over 
which the recipient regions have little control, are exogenous. For example, the 
effects of changes in visa requirements or the rate of inflation and the rate of interest 
in the tourism generating countries and so on. 
1.4.7 Transport 
Transport in general and air transport in particular is an important element in 
attracting international visitors to a region. If international air transport facilities are 
lacking then opportunities for expansion in the tourism industry are limited. For most 
countries, access to international air transport facilities is a fundamental determinant of 
inbound international visitors. 
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Finally a wide range of factors influence any consideration of tourism as an attractive 
development option. Tourism as an industry has strengths and weakness in terms of 
its contribufion to economic development. The question arises as to whether tourism 
can contribute more than some other industry, comparafively, to a particular region 
when the opportunity costs of utilizing the region's resources are considered. Only 
when the net benefits outweigh the opportunity costs should tourism as a development 
option be encouraged. 
1.5 Outline of Thesis 
Chapter 1 provides the background for the thesis in terms of concepts and forms of 
tourism and indicates the definitions and terminology used in the thesis. Chapter 2 
provides a literature review of economic impact analysis of tourism. Chapter 3 
provides the research design on how a tourism database might be established and 
outlines the process of developing the RETA-Q database of tourism acfivity in 
Queensland. Chapter 4 gives details on how the RETA-Q can provide information 
not generally available in existing fragmented databases and provides the rationale 
for the approach taken in RETA-Q as well as the sources of data for the database. 
Chapter 5 provides the regional estimates of tourism activity derived from the RETA-
Q. Chapter 6 discusses the methodology for measuring the economic impacts of 
tourism at the regional level in Queensland. Chapter 7 provides a regional analysis of 
tourism in Queensland given the economic stmcture of Queensland regions. Chapter 
8 provides the output from the input-output analysis of the data in the RETA-Q at a 
regional level. Chapter 9 indicates the implications of the output for regional tourism 
policy in Queensland. Chapter 10 provides a summary and concluding comments. 
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Chapter 2 
2. Literature Review 
2.1 Introduction 
The purpose of this chapter is to review and critically evaluate the literature on the 
economic impact ofthe tourism industry at a regional level. The focus of this chapter 
is primarily on regional tourism impacts. However, included in this literature review 
are some studies that examine tourism at the national level'. These have been 
included here as they have made a significant contribution to the development of 
efforts to measure the impact ofthe tourism industry. 
The chapter begins with an examination of naive impact methods, which are generally 
unsophisticated and typically result in descriptive assertions of the role of tourism in 
local or regional economies^ These are contrasted with the more scientific approaches 
of multiplier analysis in various forms, including input-output analysis. 
Input-Output analysis has been addressed in some detail because it is the methodology 
chosen for the analysis of tourism in this thesis. Wbiilst the theorefical stmcture of input-
output analysis is assumed to be well known,^ the major developments in the conceptual 
' For example, Scotland, England, Wales, Turkey among others. 
Naive here is meant to indicate the general prescriptive nature of naive rather than formal econometric models 
termed naTve. 
For a detailed treatment ofthe theoretical structure of input-output analysis see Leontief W.W., 1966, Input-
Output Economics, Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK or Richardson, H.W., 1972, Input-Output and 
Regional Economics, Weidenfeld and Nicholson. 
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models and their modificafions for use in tourism impact analyses have been reviewed 
here. The underlying bases of the models have been highlighted with empirical 
examples. 
The chapter confinues with a review of the contribution of cost-benefit analysis (CBA) 
to measuring the economic impact of tourism activity particularly in its applicafion to 
tourist projects. Cost-benefit analysis has played a relafively minor role in the 
development of measuring tourism impacts at the regional level because it does not take 
into account the inter-sectoral linkages resulting from tourism activity. Cost-benefit 
analysis can be viewed as complementing multiplier analyses rather than as an 
altemafive approach to the measurement of tourism impacts. 
A brief examinafion ofthe literature relating to tourism and general equilibrium models 
in the Australian context follows although these type of models have not been widely 
used for regional analysis. Tourism forecasting models, whilst noted in the Australian 
context, have not been given detailed attention here because a detailed review of the 
forecasting literature was beyond the scope of this thesis'*. The chapter concludes with a 
summary of the various methods of measuring tourism impacts and their usefulness 
when applied to the tourism industry. 
Analyses focusing on tourism demand have not been dealt with here also because the literature relating to 
tourism demand analysis falls outside the scope of this thesis. 
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2.2 Naive Impact Models 
This first part of the literature review examines the very early type^ of impact models 
that were used to measure the impacts of tourism. The focus here is on the general 
nature ofthe impacts rather than on specific impact studies. 
Many different approaches have been adopted in attempting to predict the economic 
impact of tourist activity. At one extreme is what has been termed the naive approach 
that tends to rely on pseudo-scientific methods, or special purpose methods. This 
approach estimates tourism impacts fi"om incomplete data, or makes assertions that omit 
some critical variables Irom the analysis. Politicians and other tourism stakeholders 
often use these kinds of methods to justify particular policy approaches to tourism or to 
justify flinding requirements of particular activities related to tourism. 
For example, much of the debate on the impact of tourism regarding its contribution to 
an economy as reported in the daily press, and predictions Irom reported levels of 
incoming tourists, is based on incomplete information. There is a popular view 
emphasized by politicians and other tourism stakeholders that the benefits of tourism are 
significant and clearly evident - increased revenues fi-om tourist expenditures, 
employment, foreign exchange receipts, regional development and increased tax receipts 
to name but a few. However, the costs of providing tourism services are largely 
ignored. 
Statistics regarding various aspects of tourist activity (e.g. accommodation expenditure) 
are quoted in gross terms as making a significant contribution to an economy without 
any mention ofthe costs ofthe resources that contribute to the tourist activity in terms of 
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capital costs, land, or environmental costs. Such methods of analyzing tourist activity 
are commonly considered to be naive methods ofthe measuring the economic impact of 
tourism. Naive because ofthe incomplete nature ofthe analysis. 
Stafisfics indicating tourism's contribution to Gross Domestic Product (GDP) in 
Australia, as another example, may not necessarily indicate the tme picture in terms of 
net effects, since GDP measures output generated by a domestic economy and not 
income going to residents of that economy. 
Naive methods are also used to indicate future trends in tourism income generated on 
the basis of statisfics for a particular year without using formal forecasting methods of 
analysis. It is not uncommon for decisionmakers to base their investment decisions on 
simple trend statistics without examining the stmctural features underlying any upward 
to downward trend in economic activity. For example, the Queensland Tourist and 
Travel Corporation in 1988 made predictions of how much concrete, steel 
reinforcement, beds, mattresses etc. would be required to provide the tourism 
accommodation sector in the year 2000.^ Any such predictions must be treated with 
caution since over a 12-year time period many other factors would influence demand 
estimates. Further, consideration must also be given to whether any such increased 
demand does more to stimulate imports than exports. 
Naive impact methods are also commonly used as the basis for decisions made on an ad 
hoc basis or an intuitive basis allowing conclusions to be drawn about the fiitiare of 
tourism demand on nebulous grounds. For example, a special event like "Expo 1988" in 
Currently, these are still the most used methods for estimating tourism impacts. 
' "Here's where all the business will go. " The Courier Mail, 31 May, 1988. 
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Brisbane was hailed in the local press at the time as an indication ofthe growth of tourist 
activity in Queensland accompanied with a significant degree of local spending. At the 
same time, however, the cost of staging such an event was largely ignored. No mention 
was made of the net contribution the event made to the local economy. It was only 
much later that formal studies were undertaken which attempted to precisely examine 
the net benefits of Brisbane's "Expo 88"^ 
Naive methods then form the basis of judgments regarding tourism activity based on 
evidence, that rely on, among others, short-term indications rather than long term trends, 
use sampling techniques incorrectly by drawing conclusions fi-om small survey samples 
which are not free of bias, and further using incomplete information. 
In order to effectively measure the economic costs of providing tourism services and to 
compare the results with the measured benefits requires more sophisticated techniques 
than naive methods. One such method is cost benefit analysis. 
2.3 Cost-Benefit Analysis 
Although commonly called a method of impact analysis, cost-benefit analysis is 
introduced here in order to develop a complete picture ofthe nature of tourism impacts. 
Cost-benefit analysis (CBA) is a technique that attempts to set out and evaluate the 
social costs and social benefits of investment projects to help decide whether or not the 
project/s should be undertaken.^ Applying the method to tourism activity requires 
analysis of whether the relative efficiency of using resources to produce tourism services 
' National Centre for Studies in Travel and Tourism, 1989, Expo 88 Impact: The Impact of World Expo 88 on 
Queensland's Tourism Industry, Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporadon, Brisbane. 
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is greater than their use elsewhere, or their opportunity cost. Essentially the approach of 
CBA is to follow the mle: Do A if the net benefits exceed those of the next best 
alternative course of action and not otherwise. Difficulties arise over the measurement 
of specific benefits and costs and their valuation. The method of CBA to value the 
outputs (benefits) and inputs (costs) is with the use of shadow prices. Extensive 
literature in the last twenty years has subjected CBA to critical analysis with the major 
issue being optimal shadow prices under perfect certainty. 
Examples of the use of CBA tend to be limited to evaluation of individual tourist 
projects. One of the reasons that it has not been more widely used in measuring 
economic impacts of tourism activity is the amount of detail required in the constraction 
ofthe analysis and the assumptions that need to be made in a full cost-benefit analysis. 
Vanhove (1983) developed an analytical framework for using cost benefit analysis 
applied to tourism' that incorporated four levels for defining impacts. These were (a) 
Project level; (b) Macro-level (resort, region, or country); (c) Public sector level; and (d) 
Individual tourist level. These are illustrated in Table 2.4.1-1 below. 
' Bannock, G., Baxter, R.E., and Rees, R., 1972, The Penguin Dictionary of Economics, Penguin Books. 
Vanhove N., 1983, Interrelation Between Benefits and Costs of Tourist Resources - An Economic Approach, 
Association Internationale Des Experts Scientifique Tourisme, Congress at Zagreb, Yugoslavia. 
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Table 2.4.1-l: Cost Benefit Analysis Associated with Tourism 
Level 
1. Project Level or 
the firm level 
2. Macro-level 
(resort, region or 
country) 
2a. Project level 
2b. Unpaid level 
2c. Underpayment 
level 
2d. Side-effects 
3. Public Sector 
Level 
4. The Tourist Level 
Costs 
Investment running costs 
Investment 
Running Costs 
Unpaid Costs 
Underpaid factors of 
production (possibly 
negative costs) 
Impact on competing firms 
Investment costs paid by 
public agencies 
Corresponding operation 
costs 
Tourist expenditures 
Benefits 
Gross Receipts 
Gross Receipts 
Unpaid benefits (consumers' 
surplus) 
Impact on complementary 
firms, possibly multiplier effect 
included) 
Receipts ofthe public 
agencies (taxes, tolls, etc.) 
Satisfaction of needs 
Methods 
Pay-back 
DCF 
NPV 
Benefit:Cost 
ratio 
Annual capital 
charge method 
Cost-Benefit 
Analysis (CBA) 
Financial 
accounts of 
public sector 
The individual's 
account 
Source: Vanhove, 1983, reproduced in Jackson, 1986, p. 55. 
Cost-benefit analysis has not been as widely used as multiplier analysis in measuring the 
impact of increased tourism expenditure on an economy. 
In analysing the economic effects of intemational tourism in Australia, the Centre for 
Intemational Economics (1988) set out two requirements for an effective cost benefit 
analysis. 
(i) recognize the opportunity cost of using resources in one activity 
compared to the next best use in some other area; and 
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pi) measure the contribution these resources make to national welfare at 
prices that reflect their value to society - which may or may not be the 
same prices and costs to which private individuals respond.'° 
The question arises as to whether resources devoted to tourism services would generate 
greater net retums if employed in other productive activities. 
Forsyth and Dwyer (1991)" in one ofthe few uses of cost benefit analysis relating to 
tourism in Australia, applied the method to the problem of foreign tourism. They 
examined the distortions involved in using market prices as shadow prices of goods and 
services sold to tourists. The study also examined three important areas in measuring 
the benefits and costs of foreign tourism to Australia - foreign exchange implications, 
labour market impacts, and the terms of trade effect. The authors concluded that 
although there were net benefits from increased foreign tourism to the Australian 
economy, the level was not large relative to the level of total tourism expenditure. 
Despite the limited use of CBA with respect to measuring economic impacts of tourism 
there is a growing body of literature using cost benefit analysis to evaluate the 
environmental impacts of tourism. James and Boer (1988)'^ in their paper relating to 
environmental impacts, whilst not addressing tourism activity specifically, suggest that 
sophisticated cost benefit techniques be used to measure the effects on individuals' well 
being ofthe changes in prices and quantities that are likely to occur over time as a result 
Centre for International Economics, 1988, Tourism Report: Economic Effects of International Tourism. 
Canberra. 
Forsyth, Peter and Dwyer, Larry, 1991, Measuring the Benefits and Costs of Foreign Tourism, Discussion 
Paper No. 248, The Australian National University, Centre for Economic Policy Research, Feb. 
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of a particular policy or project. Bums' (1989)'^ analysis using CBA for measuring 
environmental impacts of tourism suggests that any cost benefit study should take into 
consideration whose benefits are to be considered. Where there are benefits to foreign 
tourists, these should be excluded from the analysis. 
In summary, the current literature on cost-benefit analysis tends to concentrate on the 
environmental impacts of tourist activities rather than the social costs and benefits in 
total. AsHundloe (1989) points out, 
"the issue of net gains from tourism has not been tackled properly 
anywhere".'" 
Multiplier analysis and more specifically input-output analysis has been more widely 
used than cost-benefit analysis in measuring the economic impacts of tourism activity 
mainly because these techniques tend to have fewer data problems particularly in the 
constmction phase of the analysis. The next section traces the development of 
multiplier methods to measure tourism impacts. 
James, D. and B. Boer., 1988, Application of Economic Techniques in Environmental Assessment, Report to the 
Australian Environmental Council, Canberra. 
Bums, M., 1989, The Environmental Impacts of Travel and Tourism, Discussion Paper No. 1, Industries 
Assistance Commission, Inquiry into Travel and Tourism, A.G.P.S. Canberra. 
Hundloe, T., 1989, in Summary of Proceedings at a Seminar on the Paper "Environmental Impacts of Travel 
and Tourism, lAC Public Hearing Room, Canberra, 16 Dec. 1988, in Paper and Proceedings of a Seminar on 
The Environmental Impacts of Travel and Tourism, Report by Michael Bums and Associates to Industries 
Assistance Commission Inquiry into Travel and Tourism, Discussion Paper No. 1. March 1989. 
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2.4 Developments in Multiplier Methods to Measure Tourism 
Impacts 
2.4.1 Types of Multipliers 
In traditional Keynesian theory, technically, a multiplier is a measure of the effect on 
total National Income of a change in some component of aggregate demand.'^ A 
multiplier measures the effect of an autonomous injection of expenditure into an 
economy and the resultant changes in income that occur. The multiplier concept was 
shown to apply to changes in export demand, government expenditure, and taxation. 
The simple multiplier as developed by Keynes as a central element in his model of the 
economy"' played an important role in macroeconomic analysis. The multiplier concept 
was refined and developed by authors working in the field of inter-industry economics 
and economists such as Miemyk (1965), Chenery and Clark (1962), and Richardson 
(1972)'^  among others developed multipliers using input-output tables. 
The eariy history of multiplier theory up to the 1930s has been well documented 
elsewhere,'* and by 1931 the multiplier principle and the part played by leakages was 
generally known. However, it was Kahn who produced the first detailed model showing 
the direct and secondary or indirect effects of an increase in economic activity on an 
'^ Bannock, G. Baxter, R.E. and Rees, R., 1972, The Penguin Dictionary of Economics, Penguin Books, 
Harmondsworth, Middlesex, England. 
Keynes, J.M., 1936, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money, Harcourt Brace, New York,; 
Miemyk, W.H., 1965, Elements of Input-Output Analysis, Random House; Chenery, H.B., and Clark, P.O., 
1962, Interindustry Economics, Wiley; Richardson, H.W., 1972, Input-Output and Regional Economics, 
Weidenfeld and Nicholson. 
_ Archer, B.H., 1977, Tourism Multipliers: The State of the Art, Bangor, University of Wales Press. 
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economy. He clearly showed how an increase in export eamings precipitated an 
expansion of income, employment, consumption and investment (Kahn, 1931)'^ 
Keynes showed the importance ofthe role ofthe multiplier in macroeconomic analysis, 
and although Samuelson further articulated the multiplier principle in 1939 °^ it was 
Keynes' early model which became the basic formulation from which multiplier theory 
subsequently developed (Keynes 1936; Samuelson 1939). 
The basic concept of the multiplier is relatively simple. Almost any increase in 
expenditure, by consumers, business or government will cause an increase in the level of 
income in an economy, whether national or regional. The term "muhiplier" in this case, 
expresses the coefficient that shows the actual change in income resulting fi"om some 
change in exogenous spending. It is the number by which a change in expenditure must 
be multiplied in order to determine the resulting change in income (Kaul 1985, p. 82).^' 
However, different types of income muhiplier will yield differing results depending on 
the method used to calculate the income effect^ .^ The way in which increased 
expenditure is related to direct (D), indirect (N) and induced (U) income effects thus 
depend on the muhiplier formulation. 
Kahn, R.F., 1931, "The Relation of Home Investment to Unemployment", Economic Journal, 41, pp. 173-98. 
Keynes, J.M., 1936, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money, Harcourt Brace, New York; 
Samuelson, P.A., 1939. Interaction between the Multiplier Analysis and the Principle of Acceleration, Review of 
Economic Statistics, May, pp. 75-78. 
See Kaul, R.N., 1985, Dynamics of Tourism, A Trilogy, vol. I, The Phenomenon, Stirling, New Delhi, p. 82. 
Any examination of formal multiplier techniques must include consideration of the term "impact". Various 
multiplier models can produce a set of multipliers to measure the effect of an impact. However, multipliers 
produced by the different models are not directly comparable. More importantly, it should be noted that the 
measure of impact derived focus only on the quantitative aspects of change within an economy. They can 
measure only economic impact so they give insights only into part of the total effects. They shed no light on 
the social, environmental, or cultural impact of a change in an economic activity. 
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What are called orthodox income multipliers or ratio multipliers can be defined as": 
, • 1- , , D+N Type I muhipher where k = Eqn 2.4.i-i 
where k expresses the multiplier coefficient, or 
, . .. , , D+N + U Type II multipliers where k = Eqn 2.4.1-2 
Unorthodox income multipliers or Keynesian income multipliers are those where the 
income generated is related to the initial injection of increased expenditure (E) not the 
D+N + U 
direct (D) income generated, thus: k = Eqn 2.4.1-3 
E 
The unorthodox multiplier is the form favoured by Archer (see section 2.6.2 below) 
and by Henderson "^* (section 2.4.7 below) who have been responsible for the main 
methodological developments in multipHer studies of the impact of tourism in the 
U.K. The unorthodox multiplier formula gives a smaller value for the income 
muhiplier but Archer (1976, p. 72) claims that it gives a more useful measure that is 
more relevant for policy applications. It adheres to the original Keynesian concept of 
the multiplier as the change in income divided by the change in autonomous 
expenditure that brought about the change in income. Archer later describes the 
unorthodox income multiplier as the "Keynesian" multiplier and the orthodox income 
multiplier as the "ratio" multiplier (Archer, 1982, pp.6-7). These terms are followed 
in this chapter. 
following Jackson's explanation of "unorthodox" and "orthodox" Keynesian multipliers, Jackson, 1986, pp. 10-
12. 
Henderson, D.M. and Cousins, R. L., 1975, The Economic Impact of Tourism: A Case Study in Greater 
Tayside, Tourism and Recreation Research Unit, University of Edinburgh. 
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The distinction between the orthodox and unorthodox income multipliers can be best 
illustrated by the use of a numerical example: 
If the initial injection of extra expenditure, E=100 
the direct local income generated, D= 50 
the indirect local income generated, N= 10 
the induced local income generated, U= 20 
the orthodox Type I multiplier will be 
50 + 10 , . 
=1.2 Eqn 2.4.1-4 
50 ^ 
the orthodox Type II muhiplier will be 
50 + 10 + 20 , ^ 
=1.6 Eqn 2.4.1-5 
50 
the unorthodox multiplier will be 
50 + 10 + 20 ^ „ 
=0.8 Eqn 2.4.1-6 
100 ^ 
Careful interpretation of the results of any analysis using these multipliers would be 
necessary as the results will cmcially depend on which type of income multiplier 
model has been used. 
Archer (1974, pp. 16-17) extended the multiplier methodology by including 
calculations of sales or transactions multipliers, output multipliers and employment 
multipliers. The definitions he used for these types of multipliers are, 
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Sales or Transactions Multipliers = Increase in Business Tumover in the local 
economy per unit of extra tourist spending" 
Output Multiplier = Increase in level of output in the local economy per unit of 
extra tourist spending 
Orthodox Employment Multiplier = Direct + Secondary* Employment generated 
per unit of extra tourist spending divided by the Direct Employment generated per 
unit of extra tourist spending"'' 
Unorthodox Employment Multiplier = Direct + Secondary* Employment 
generated per unit of extra tourist spending^^ 
2.4.2 Keynesian Multiplier Analysis 
Before looking at the basic Keynesian model, one important point to note is that income 
in the Keynesian system refers to the regional equivalent of national income, and is the 
equivalent to the value of consumption, investment and government expenditure and the 
balance of inter-regional trade. This is a broader interpretation of income than that used 
in the multiplier analysis that developed later out ofthe input-output system. 
Keynes' basic multipUer was given as, 
• 
" Sales and output multipliers have not been calculated often although Archer's study of Anglesey (1973,pp53), 
estimated a sales multiplier of 1.08. 
The calculation of tourist employment multipliers is usually done in terms of standardised full time job 
equivalents to allow for the fact that many tourist related jobs are part-time or seasonal (see Archer, 1973, pp. 
72-74). See also Henderson, 1975, pp. 143-146. 
Secondary employment is the employment generated as the indirect and induced spending filters through the 
economy and generates jobs in sectors not directly receiving tourist spending. 
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k = C Eqn 2.4.2-1 
1-c-m 
where 
k = multiplier 
c = marginal propensity to consume 
m = marginal propensity to import 
C = autonomous consumption 
The basic theory of Keynesian multiplier analysis describes how a money injection into 
a system will cause an increase in the level of income in that system by some multiple of 
the original injection. The multiplier itself measures the impact of exogenous spending 
adding up all the successive rounds of spending, within that economy. There are direct 
and indirect effects of this exogenous change in expenditure. The direct effects account 
for the income generated fi-om purchases made directly from business enterprises. The 
indirect effects occur as these businesses make purchases from other enterprises in the 
nation or in the region. As household income and spending increase as a consequence, 
these are called "induced effects". The term "multiplier" can be expressed as a 
numerical coefficient as follows: 
K = 1 
AC Eqn 2.4.2-2 
^Y 
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where 
K = the muhipher; 
A C = change in consumption 
AY = change in income 
The multiplier K is thus dependent on the relationship between a change in consumption 
C and a change in income Y. For example, if $1,000 of tourist expenditure resulted in a 
change in income (Y) of $3,275.50 and a change in consumption (Q of $2,275.50, then 
the multiplier (K) would equal 3.27: 
^ ^^ 2275.50 = ^-^^ ''"'•'•'-' 
'3275.50 
At the regional level the multiplier could be expressed as, 
AYr = kr J Eqn 2.4.2-4 
where 
AY^ = change in the level of income of region r 
K = the value ofthe regional muhipher 
J = the initial injection of expenditure 
The traditional multiplier formulation assumes the level of investment (7), government 
expendihire (G), and regional exports {X) will remain constant and autonomous. 
Leakages are then allowed for such as the proportion of income consumed (c), direct 
taxation {t^, decline in transfer payments with the rising level of regional income (M), 
imported consumer goods (w) and indirect taxation (/,). As Brownrigg (1974, p.57) 
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points out these symbols for the various marginal propensities, with the usual 
relationships, have become the basic formulation followed by most writers in regional 
analysis although varying approaches have been taken. The regional multiplier (k )^ as 
applied to tourist expenditure is expressed as follows: 
1 
kr = Eqn 2.4.2-5 
l-c(l-td-u)(l-m-ti) 
where 
k^  = regional multiplier 
c = marginal propensity to consume 
t(j = direct taxation 
U = transfer payments 
m = imported consumer goods 
tj = indirect taxation 
As tourist spending flows its way through the economy, the general output of the area 
rises (assuming that sufficient resources are available), employment opportunities 
increase and incomes rise. The magnitude of the indirect and induced effects is 
dependent on the extent to which business firms in the area supply each other with 
goods and services (inter-industrial linkages). In general, the smaller the economy or 
region, the weaker the linkages and the greater the leakages out ofthe system to pay for 
imports. The resulting impacts are reduced by these leakages. 
Keynesian multiplier analysis has been used for deriving regional income 
multipliers , and in a modified form has been used to measure the impact of tourism 
See Brownrigg ,1971, for a discussion ofthe theoretical nature of Keynesian multiplier analysis. 
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expenditures at the regional level.^' Its use has been most extensive in the United 
Kingdom, although it has been used in Australia in relation to the economic impact of 
the location of a large firm in the region of Albury-Wodonga as a growth centre.^" 
Jackson 1986, describes three basic techniques^' for estimating the impact of tourism 
spending using the multiplier process^^ These are the economic base model, what 
Archer 1973, (p.44) calls the "ad hoc" Keynesian model, and the input-output model. " 
2.4.3 Economic Base Multipliers 
Essentially the economic base model was an attempt to identify, either in income or 
employment terms, the nature ofthe "basic" industries in an area or region in order to 
establish to what extent the region was dependent on extemal or internal markets for 
its growth and development.'''' 
The economic base approach divided the local or regional economy into two 
segments: (1) firms servicing markets outside the region and (2) firms servicing 
markets within the region. (Archer, 1977b, pp. 14-16; Tiebout, 1962). 
See for example, Brownrigg, 1971 and Archer, 1973. 
The technique was used by the New South Wales Department of Decentralisadon and Development (1973) to 
estimate the multiplier effect of Borg-Wamer (Aust.) Ltd on the Albury-Wodonga complex. This study used the 
model developed by McColl and Throsby (1971). 
'^ See also Frechtling. 1987, p. 347. 
"Jackson, 1986, p.4. 
Archer, B.H., 1973, The Impact of Domestic Tourism, Bangor Occasional Papers in Economics no. 2, Bangor 
University of Wales Press. 
See for example, Alexander, J.W. 1954, "The basic-non-basic concept of urban economic functions", Economic 
Geographer, 30, pp. 246-261 
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The goods and services which firms sold outside the region were considered exports 
and assumed to be the primary stimulus in the regional economy. If sales and 
employment serving this export market were to rise, sales and employment servicing 
the local markets were also expected to increase. For example, the more a restaurant 
could sell to visitors from outside the region, the greater the employment of residents 
within the region. The result would be more spending by these employees and the 
restaurant operators in the regional economy for goods and services. 
This approach recognizes that industries and firms within industries may sell their 
products in both regional and extraregional (export) markets. For each industry in the 
area, employment is divided between base (export) and non-basic (local) markets. 
Ratios of total employment or eamings in a region to basic employment or eamings 
are then developed in order to estimate the muhiplier (Frechtling 1987, p348). 
To develop these multipliers, data from sources such as census statistics of retail trade 
and service industries are used to divide sales, employment and payroll (or eamings) 
between basic and non-basic markets by industry sector in an area. The amounts 
allocated to basic markets are summed and used as the denominator, with the total for 
the region (output, employment or eamings) as the numerator. To measure tourism 
impacts, the resuhing multiplier is then applied to direct tourism-generated 
expenditures. 
The advantage of this approach is that it is simple and straightforward, employing data 
generally available even for small areas. Its disadvantages include the subjective 
nature of allocating industry activity between basic and non-basic markets, the 
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assumption that all types of export sales to basic markets have the same multiplier 
effect regardless of their type of industry source, and the assumption that the growth 
in a local or area economy is attributable primarily or totally to export sales" 
(Frechtling 1987, p. 348). 
Problems with the economic base model have limited its usefulness in tourism 
studies. For example, Tiebout 1956, identified as cmcial the issue of what data are 
best to use. In the absence of expensive direct surveys, short-cut methods to derive 
estimates of the basic:non-basic ratios have been the subject of much debate. 
Classification of firms according to their major products becomes problematic when 
dealing with large multi-product firms, as does the problem of crosshauling. Some 
industries are equally active in export markets as in local markets. As a region 
develops, the relationship between the non-basic and basic sectors alters. As the 
population in a region increases, other things being equal, the cause and effect 
relationship between the basic and non-basic sectors becomes more difficult to 
determine.^ ^ 
Archer (1977a, pp. 14-16) commenting on the use of economic base models for 
measuring multiplier impacts, suggests that the limitations of these models are such 
that the more rigorous Keynesian or input-output models are usually preferred. 
Relying on the export sector as the originator of every increased demand in an 
economy would generally underestimate the multiplier impacts. 
This would be more applicable to small areas rather than to larger regions where greater possibilities exist for 
growth in demand. 
"See for example North (1955, 1956); Tiebout (1956); Blumenfeld (1955); Leven (1964) p. 133; Ullman and Dacey 
(I960); Pratt (1968); Ullman (1968); Ullman, Dacey and Brodsky (1969); 
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Although economic base techniques have been extensively used overseas they have 
not had the same level of acceptance in Australia. Australian studies using the 
technique include Bunker (1964), McCalden (1969) and Shrapnel (1974)." 
Despite the limitations of economic base analysis, and the differing opinions 
regarding the usefulness ofthe technique, Butler and Mandeville (1981)^^ offer three 
reasons why they consider the technique relevant. First, it is simple and easy to apply; 
it illustrates some features of a region's economic stmcture and produces an estimate 
of a likely impact of short-mn change. Second, if the analyst is concemed with 
measuring impacts in small regions which have a high level of dependence on 
specialised export activities, for example Australian mining towns such as Mt Isa or 
Broken Hill, then the limitations of economic base are less severe. Third, economic 
base can serve as a point of departure for more elaborate models such as input-output 
analysis. 
2.4.4 The Keynesian Ad Hoc Model 
Early multiplier models to measure tourism impacts relied on Keynesian type 
models. These models shows how income and employment are generated in 
Bunker, R., 1964, Canberra's Economic Base, The National Capital Development Commission, Canberra.; 
McCalden, G., 1969, Muswellbrook: An Urban Case Study Part 2: Functions and Economic Structure, 
Monograph 31, The Hunter Valley Research Foundation, Newcastle.; Shrapnel, P. and Co., Pty.Ltd., 1974, 
Townsville Economic Structure Study, Queensland Department ofthe Coordinator General, Brisbane. 
Butler, G.J. and Mandeville, T.D., 1981, Regional Economics An Australian Introduction, University of 
Queensland Press, Brisbane. 
'^ See for example, Clawson and Knetsch (1966); Archibald (1967). 
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subsequent rounds as a result of an initial injection of tourism spending. Each round 
of spending diminishes because of leakages from the system. 
Archer adapted the Keynesian income multiplier model to derive estimates of income 
multipliers for tourism expenditures which he termed the ad hoc model. 
The ad hoc model concentrates on the income generated by the initial tourism 
expenditure in the area through the consumption expenditure pattems of its residents. 
Archer presents the following equation as the most useful form of the ad hoc model 
(Archer 1977b, p.22): 
n n f 
Z Z Qj • Kj,i • Yi . Eqn 2.4.4-1 
(1-cY, X,. Z, . Yt) 
i=I 
where 
j = types of tourists 
i = type of tourist outlet or business directly serving tourists 
Q = proportion of total each type of tourist spends 
K = proportion tourists spend in each type of tourist outlet 
Y = direct and indirect income generated per dollar by each type of 
tourist outlet 
c = propensity to consume of residents 
?C = distribution of resident consumer spending among different 
types of consumer outlets 
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Z = proportion of income spent within the area by residents 
The ad hoc model is more complex than the economic base model and requires a 
substantial amount of data to be collected through surveys. Estimates of income 
generated per dollar of tourism expenditure for each type of tourist related business 
(Y), the distribution of resident consumer spending (X), as well as proportion of 
income spent in the area by residents (Z) need to be determined. Other types of 
multipliers require additional development, for example, employment multipliers and 
transactions multipliers. 
2.4.5 Ratio vs. Normal Income Multipliers 
Clearly multipliers can take different forms. For example, income multipliers can be 
expressed by (a) the ratio method or (b) the normal method. The ratio method''" 
describes the income multiplier as the ratio of total income generated by tourist 
expenditure to the direct income generated. On the other hand normal (Keynesian) 
multipliers are expressed as income generated by tourist expenditure to the total income 
generated (including direct and secondary impacts). Archer gives an example of the 
difference between a ratio multiplier and a normal multiplier. 
Tourism expenditure £ 100 
Direct income generated £25 
Secondary income created £20 
"For example, see Moore, F.T. and Petersen, K.W., 1955, "Regional analysis: an inter-industry model of Utah", The 
Review of Economics and Statistics, 37, pp. 368-383. 
Page 39 
Chapter 2 Literature Review 
Total income generated £45 
The normal Keynesian multiplier in this example is 0.45 i.e. (45/100) but the "ratio" 
multiplier (total income generated to direct income) would be 1.8 (45/25). (Archer 1991, 
p.20). As Hollander (1982) points out, using ratio multipliers rather than normal 
multipliers obscures the fact that the total income generated must be less than the initial 
tourist spending in all except large self-sufficient economies where the induced income 
effects outweigh the leakages. Thus ratio multipliers do not relate incomes generated to 
extra sales, though internal linkages between different sectors may be expressed. It is 
for this reason that ratio multipliers have little value in tourism planning (Hollander 
1982, p.6). However, as Archer notes, 
.."they do provide a useful picture of the degree of internal linkage 
which exists between the various sectors ofthe economy concerned and 
between these and local consumer spending." (Archer 1991, p.21) 
Thus ratio multipliers do not indicate how much tourism expenditure is needed to create 
a unit of direct income. 
h should be noted that whilst ratio multipliers and normal multipliers use different 
methods to express multiplier values, the latter is useful for tourism planning and the 
former is deceptive in terms of being used as a tourism muhiplier. To multiply a ratio 
muhiplier by tourism expenditure to determine total income generated from tourism 
expenditure would be meaningless. Table 2.4.5-1 shows the multipliers derived for 
Okanagan in Canada (Var and Quayson, (1984) and Turkey (Liu, Var, and Timur 
(1984). Here the Keynesian multiplier (the extra income generated per $ tourist 
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spending) is less than $ 1, but the ratio multiplier (direct + indirect + induced (relative to 
direct) income generated) is greater than $1. Jackson, commenting on the Type II 
multiplier figures for Turkey, suggests that it is the induced income in the rest of the 
Turkish economy that makes the Type II multiplier so much larger than the Type I 
figures (Jackson 1986, p41). Most ofthe early models of tourism studies, especially in 
the U.K., relied heavily on the Keynesian type or ad hoc model to establish tourism 
multipliers. 
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Table 2.4.5-1: Keynesian Income and Ratio Income Multipliers, Okanagan and Turkey 
Keynesian Income and Ratio Income Multipliers by Type of Tourist 
Multiplier Type 
Okanagan, B.C., Canada 
Non-residential 
Convention Delegates 
Day-trippers 
Residential (B.C.) 
All tourists 
Turkey 
Foreign staying visitors 
Turkish visitors from 
abroad (staying) 
Domestic staying visitors 
Foreign excursionists 
Domestic excursionists 
All visitors 
Keynesian 
Income 
0.72 
0.77 
0.66 
0.71 
0.74 
2.03 
1.97 
2.02 
2.03 
1.98 
Ratio Income 
Type 1 
1.26 
1.25 
1.19 
1.25 
1.21 
1.53 
1.62 
1.30 
1.37 
1.52 
Typ e l l 
1.90 
1.89 
1.80 
1.88 
1.83 
3.82 
4.04 
3.23 
3.42 
3.80 
Source: Var and Quayson (1984) on OI<anagan, Liu, Var, and Timur (1984) on Turkey 
One ofthe critical features of multiplier analysis is the concept of leakages. That is, the 
level of net income generated by any increase in spending depends cmcially on what 
proportion ofthe additional spending leaks out ofthe economy at each subsequent round 
of spending. That is, the propensities to consume locally and the propensity to import 
goods and services. Payments for imports reduce the income available for spending in 
the local economy and are therefore considered "leakages". Developments in multiplier 
theory and refinements resulting in increasing complexity of the models have been 
attempts to take account of all possible leakages so that only spending that generates 
local income is included m the analysis. 
Studies such as those by Steele (1969) and Lewes et al (1970) even included feedback 
effects. Feedback effects were an attempt to include in the multiplier calculations a 
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measure of the impact that higher incomes in the local economy had on increased 
demand for imports from outside the region which in tum increased demand for goods 
and services from the within the region. This is particularly important when catering for 
foreign tourists as attempts to provide familiar facilities for foreigners tend to increase 
imports and hence increase leakages out ofthe system and reduce the multiplier effects 
of tourism spending locally. 
In an analysis ofthe value of multipliers and their policy implications Archer argues that 
conflision over different types of multipliers has limited the usefulness of a number of 
secondary impact studies (Archer, 1982)"". 
In relation to tourism in particular, Frechtling (1987) argues that tourism impact studies 
which include the estimation of a secondary multiplier are often vague regarding the 
measure of initial impact used in the divisor. That is, the variable the multiplier is 
applied to. On the one hand, ratio multipliers, which represent the ratio of primary plus 
secondary measure of impact, to the primary measure of that same impact, would give a 
different multiplier value to one derived by the Keynesian method (Frechtling 1987, 
p.345). For example, a ratio employment muhiplier would equal all employment, both 
primary and secondary, in an area, generated by tourist spending divided by 
employment generated directly. If the resulting multiplier were 2.0, it could be said that 
for every job directly attributable to tourist expenditure, another is generated by the 
secondary effects (Frechtling 1987, p.346). On the other hand Frechtling suggests a 
normal or Keynesian multiplier relates the total measure of impact, such as eamings, to 
Archer, B., 1982, "Value of Multipliers and their Policy Implications", paper delivered to the Surrey 
Intemational Conference on Trends in Tourism Planning and Development, University of Surrey, 
Guildford, UK. Sept 1-3. 
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a different measure of initial impact, often tourist expenditures. For example, in a study 
of foreign visitor impact in the U.S., the U.S. Travel Data Center found that the ratio of 
eamings generated by foreign visitors to foreign visitor spending in the U.S. was 
0.779''^  That is, for every dollar the visitor spends, 77.9 cents in wage and salary 
income is generated from direct, indirect and induced effects (Frechtling 1987, p. 346). 
Frechtling (1987) takes the view that normal multipliers are useflil to those developing 
tourism strategies to improve incomes in local economies. By focusing on the 
relationship of tourism expenditures to employment, eamings, taxes and profits the 
analyst can directly estimate the total economic effects of attracting an additional one 
thousand dollars in tourism spending. However, Frechtling, like Archer, advises caution 
when using ratio multipliers since they do not indicate the total impact from tourism 
spending in an area, but only the ratio of total impact to direct impact. There is, 
therefore, no causal link between the ratio multiplier and the generation of an increase in 
income in the economy. Archer (1977b) even goes so far as to state, 
"that by themselves ratio income multipliers have little or no practical 
value" (Archer 1977b, p. 10). 
2.4.6 Early Adapted Keynesian Multiplier Models 
This section outlines some of the early Keynesian impact models and discusses the 
multipliers that were derived and the results obtained from these analyses. This is 
Travel Data Center, U.S. 1980, The Economic Impact of Foreign Visitor Spending in the United States, Washington 
D.C. U.S. Travel Service. 
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followed by a discussion of the next major development in multiplier theory with the 
introduction of input-output analysis in the 1960s. 
2.4.6.1 Clawson and Knetsch - USA (1966) 
Clawson and Knetsch (1966)''^  were among the earliest to use multiplier analysis to 
focus on tourism impacts. In their study of outdoor recreation, they developed a model, 
based on the simple Keynesian income multiplier model, to estimate the effect of 
increased recreational expenditure on local income within a particular region'''*. 
Clawson and Knetsch developed a tourist multiplier given by k where: 
k^A* Eqn 2.4.6-1 
1-BC 
where 
k = tourist muhipher 
A = proportion of initial expenditure remaining within the local economy 
B = proportion of their income that local people spend on local products 
C = proportion ofthe expenditure of local people that accmes as income. 
This study was important in that Clawson and Knetsch recognized that a significant 
proportion of tourist expenditure comprised payments to persons resident outside the 
region. The smaller the local region, the greater the importance of such payments. In 
the calculation of local income generated by outdoor recreation, Clawson and Knetsch 
The following section on the Keynesian and ad hoc multiplier models draws on the work of Jackson (1986). 
Clawson, M. and Knetsch, J.L., 1966, The Economics of Outdoor Recreation, USA. John Hopkins University 
Press. 
For example, rent to absentee landlords, profit and interest to large public companies located elsewhere. 
Page 45 
Chapter 2 Literature Review 
made the proportion of initial tourist spending that stays in the local economy the 
multiplicand thereby taking account of the reduced effect on the local economy by these 
leakages (Clawson and Knetsch 1966, pp. 239-241). 
2.4.6.2 Archibald - Great Britain (1967) 
The model used by Archibald (1967) in the study ofthe regional impact of a variety of 
industries including those servicing tourism in Great Britain, was also based on the 
simple Keynesian model. Archibald sought to confirm the idea of minimum or 
maximum multiplier values for a development region. This study was significant in that 
he was able to conclude that regional income multipliers in general were not likely to 
have a value of less than 1.25. His model was expressed as: 
^ Eqn 2.4.6-1 
where 
l-(c-m)(l-t) 
k = the multiplier coefficient 
c = marginal propensity to consume out of disposable income 
m = marginal propensity to import out of disposable income 
t = marginal tax rate. 
2.4.6.3 Steele - Great Britain (1969) 
Steele (1969) refined and extended the work of Archer by including in his model 
provision for a feedback effect. This development was the first attempt to take account 
of an increase in personal income generated in Region A by an injection of extra 
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autonomous spending in all other regions resulting from the rise of imports by region A 
from all the others. He used a slightly different formulation from Archibald (1967), in 
that it was assumed that average and marginal savings rates differ in the same 
relationship as do average and marginal taxes. This assumption allowed him to 
calculate a single coefficient which simplified the empirical data requirements of the 
model for regional multipliers in Great Britain. Steele's analysis yielded a regional 
multipHer of 1.37 which lent support for Archibald's minimum value multiplier (Steele 
1969, p.272). Steele's model provided a multipUer ofthe form. 
* = ' Eqn 2.4.6-1 
l-[(l-aS)(l-t)(l-m)] 
where 
k = regional multiplier 
t = proportionofregionalconsumptionpaidout indirect taxes 
a = marginal/average savings coefficients 
S = amalgamated savings, including direct taxes 
m = the marginal propensity to import out of personal consumption 
On a regional basis the results throughout Great Britain provided a range of estimates 
from 1.19 (Yorkshire and Humberside) to 1.89 (Scotiand). Steele attributed Scotland's 
high multiplier value to a combination of low relative savings and low import 
coefficients (Steele, 1969, p. 272). He compared his simple multiplier values with one 
with feedback effects. The feedback effects take account ofthe impact of an increase in 
expenditure in region r having an increased impact on output in region r which in tum 
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increases imports from region s by the industries in region r, and thus an expansion in 
output in region s. The output expansion in region s in tum requires imports from 
industries in region r thus creating a feedback effect for region r (Steele 1969, p.272). 
In the model the rest of Great Britain was aggregated into one region. Feedback effects 
could easily have been calculated between various regions, for example, regions t, u, and 
V etc. and the degree of linkages established between regions. Linkages between 
industries in different sectors could also be established. 
The main difference between Steele's model and the early Clawson and Knetsch (1966) 
and Archibald (1967) models was that the early models did not allow for any of the 
initial spending injection to leave the local economy directly. Thus tourism spending 
was seen to differ from other types of spending"*^  in that these were considered less 
likely to be passing directly to non-residents (see Jackson 1986, p. 15). 
These early models were sometimes called "ad hoc"''^  models because they allowed an 
estimate ofthe muhiplier to be derived when values ofthe coefficients for the marginal 
propensities to consume and to import were obtained from national data or otherwise not 
calculated directly. 
Wanhill's work on tourism impacts suggests that these models were likely to 
underestimate the value of the local income multipliers by about 20 percent because 
they did not trace all the interindustry effects through an economy (Wanhill 1983, p. 
10). 
For example, investment spending or local firm's receipts for exported goods. 
The use of the term "ad hoc" was meant to indicate that they resembled the Keynesian type multiplier. They 
were not "ad hoc" in the generally accepted meaning ofthe term. 
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2.4.6.4 Lewes - Devon and Cornwall (1970) 
Lewes et al. (1970) used a similar ad hoc model in their study ofthe holiday industry in 
Devon and Comwall. Their model, as indicated below, allowed for direct and indirect 
taxes, social security benefits, imports purchased from disposable income and a 
feedback effect through increased demand for imports within Devon and Comwall on 
incomes in the rest ofthe U.K., and on the latter's demand for imports from Devon and 
Comwall, including tourism. The model was formulated as, 
(l-(td-b)(c-ti,c-mt) 
[l-(l-td- b)(c - ti, c - m)][l -(l-td-b)(c- ti, -mt)] - muk, mdc(l -td-b)' 
Eqn 2.4.6-1 
where 
k = the multiplier 
c = marginal rate of consumption 
td = marginal rate of personal tax and national insurance 
ti = marginal rate of indirect tax 
-b = marginal rage of government transfers to households 
m = marginal propensity to import out of disposable income 
mt = the rest of UK's total marginal propensity to import from Devon 
and Comwall and abroad 
muk = marginalpropensity of the rest ofthe UK to import goods and 
services from Devon and Comwall 
mdc = marginal propensity of Devon and Comwall to import from the 
rest ofthe UK. 
For their analysis Lewes et al. derived the parameters from time series data and adjusted 
the resuhs of previous work on regional analysis to represent holiday makers' higher 
propensity to consume local goods and services (Lewes et al 1970, p. 215). In an 
attempt to include the feedback effects of the induced income increase in areas outside 
Devon and Comwall which generated a flirther increase in demand for exports from 
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Devon and Comwall, a feedback term was included in which the induced change in 
exports to the rest of U.K. was expressed as a function ofthe income change in the rest 
of U.K. This in tum was expressed as a function of the income change generated in 
Devon and Comwall. The resulting value for the tourist multiplier of 1.29 was higher 
than that obtained in comparable studies because of the assumption that all the first 
round disposable income was assumed to remain in the area and hence to create local 
income. The multiplier value was also found to be significantly affected by the range of 
values used for the local propensity to import and the marginal tax rate of disposable 
income (Lewes et al 1970, pp.249-250).'^ 
2.4.6.5 The Tayside Study - Henderson (1975) 
Henderson (1975) undertook a detailed analysis ofthe impact of tourism in Tayside and 
the local community surrounding the area in Scotland. A variety of income and 
employment multipliers for Scotland's Greater Tayside and its local communities were 
derived. The Tayside region was divided into a number of community subgroups in 
order to estimate the impact of tourism on areas of different sizes, ft was then possible 
to isolate differential impacts of tourists (Henderson 1975, pp. 92-113). Henderson 
developed a number of models to derive various income and employment multipliers for 
Tayside. One model included an income coefficient for an average tourist firm where 
the business was totally dependent on tourism. An altemative model included an 
See Lewes et al (1970) pp. 249-250 for details. The formula was tested with range of values ofthe local propensity 
to import and ofthe marginal tax rate on disposable income. They concluded that the multiplier was significantly 
affected by changes in the former but not by changes in the latter, and that the feedback effects of induced changes 
m the rest of UK were small, adding only O.OI to the value ofthe multiplier (p.249). 
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income coefficient for what Henderson called a marginal tourist firm where the business 
was not totally dependent on tourism. Four of Henderson's multiplier models are 
presented below E'^ n 2.4.6-1 to Eqn 2.4.6-4: 
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Eqn 2.4.6-1 
Model for Income Multiplier (Henderson 1975) 
k= TT K,j Y[ -, 7 
I-L Y, X Z/ 7, 
where 
j=i i=i 
i=l 
k - income multiplier 
Kjj = proportion of each pound spent by the jth type of tourist 
in the ith type of business 
Yj = the increase in factor incomes in the region per unit of 
tumover in the ith type of business generated in that 
business, and in all other types of business which 
participate in the subsequent flow of transactions 
Xj = proportion of total consumer spending by residents in the 
ith type of business 
Zj = proportion of total income to the residents spent within 
the region 
L = the average propensity to consume out of disposable 
income. 
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Eqn 2.4.6-2 
Income Coefficient for Average Tourist Firms (Henderson 1975) 
W(l-h-tw)+ P(l-tp) + F(l-tw) + X Sai Y, 
Ya = / = / 
Da 
where 
Y, = regional income generation coefficient for a business totally 
dependent on tourism 
W = gross wages and salaries to local residents 
h = deduction rate on wages and salaries 
tw = tax rate on wages and salaries 
P = profit to local residents 
tp = tax rate on profits 
F = rent to local residents 
S3, = cost payment from an average business to the ith type of business 
Yj = regional income coefficient for the ith type of business 
D3 = total tumover in the average business 
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Eqn 2.4.6-3 
Income Coefficient for Marginal Tourist Firms (Henderson 1975) 
W(l-h-tw) + P(l-tp) + Y, S,ni Y 
/=/ 
D„, 
where 
Yn, = regional income generation coefficient for a marginal business not 
totally dependent on tourism 
W = additional wage payments due to tourist trade 
P = additional tumover from tourist trade multiplied by gross profit 
margin 
Sn^ i = additional purchases arising from tourist trade by a marginal firm 
from the ith type of business 
D^ j^ = additional tumover due to tourist trade in a marginal business. 
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Eqn 2.4.6-4 
Model for Employment Multiplier (Henderson 1975) 
J ! J I J I 
Jr = YT A ^' + Z Z ^J Qj KiJ Y [ J 7 Z ^' E' 
J-I i-l J-l i-, ; . ^ ^ ^^ ^^ y, , = / 
/• = / 
where 
J^  = The employment multiplier for the Jth type of tourist (based on 
accommodation) in region r 
Kjj = proportion of tourist spending in the ith type of consumer outlet by the 
jth type of tourist 
E| = the increase in employment in the region per unit of tumover in the ith 
type of business generated in that business and in all other businesses 
which participate in the subsequent flow of transactions 
Nj = number of days spent in the region by the jth type of tourist 
Qj = total daily expenditure by the jth type of tourist 
Yj = the income increase in factor incomes in the region per unit of tumover in 
the ith type of business generated in that business, and in all other types 
of business which participate in the subsequent flow of transactions 
Xj = proportion of total consumer spending by residents in the ith type of 
business 
Zj = proportion of total income to the residents spent within the region 
The significance ofthe method used in Henderson's study was that the multiplicand was 
not defined in conventional terms of an injection of income into the region but in terms 
of an injection of tourist expenditure. The multiplicand had the practical advantage in 
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that it depended on the number of days spent in the region by tourists and their daily 
expenditure, the number and size of which were estimated by survey methods. The 
multiplier effects of that injection of expenditure were converted into income or 
employment to residents in the region. The business unit was taken as the basic element 
of the analysis, and the objective was to measure for each business the contribution 
made to regional income and employment out of receipts from tourism. The adapted 
form ofthe Keynesian muhiplier model was chosen because the data requirements were 
more easily satisfied than a full input-output model. This approach measured the effect 
upon the region of an increase in income to that region (the multiplicand) by 
accumulating the additional income generated at each round of exchange as the original 
expenditure is subsequently circulated within the region. 
The Tayside study was very detailed in that categories of tourists were disaggregated 
and cross-classified according to type of accommodation with differential income and 
employment multiphers being calculated (Henderson 1975, pp. 92-113). 
Table 2.4.6-1 shows the income and employment multipliers in terms of types of 
accommodation and mode of transport derived for Tayside and the Tayside local 
communities. The largest income multiplier was for bed and breakfast type 
accommodation at 0.52 for Tayside compared with 0.45 for the Tayside local 
communities. 
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Table 2.4.6-1 Tayside Regional Multipliers by Accommodation and Mode of Transport 
Type of Tourist 
Accommodation 
Hotel 
Guesthouse 
Bed & Breakfast 
Touring Caravans 
Static Caravans 
Camping 
Rented Accommodation 
Friends/Relatives 
Other 
Touring Coach 
Transit Visitors 
Day Trippers 
Mode of Transport 
Car 
Train 
Bus 
Taysic 
Income 
Multipliers 
Q.30 
0.34 
0.52 
0J8 
0.28 
0.21 
0.36 
0.30 
0.29 
0.33 
0.21 
0,29 
D:.32 
0.31 
0.33 
ie Region 
Employment 
multipliers 
Unstan' 
0.36 
0.52 
0.77 
0.37 
0.31 
0.36 
0.50 
0.36 
0.37 
0.39 
0.33 
0.41 
0.41 
0.39 
0.44 
Stan' 
0.22 
0.23 
0.26 
0.16 
0.14 
0.16 
0.20 
0.16 
0.15 
0.22 
0.15 
0.18 
0.20 
0.18 
0.18 
Tayside Local Communities 
Income 
Multipliers 
0.24 
0.29 
0.45 
0.23 
0.22 
0.23 
0.30 
0.25 
0.24 
0.26 
0.22 
0.22 
0.26 
0.25 
0.26 
Employment 
Multipliers 
Unstan 
0.33 
0.49 
0.74 
0.34 
0.29 
0.34 
0.48 
0.34 
0.34 
0.36 
0.30 
0.39 
0.39 
0.37 
0.42 
Stan 
0.20 
0.20 
0.23 
0.14 
0.12 
0.14 
0.18 
0.14 
0.13 
0.20 
0.13 
0.15 
0.17 
0.16 
0.16 
Source: Henderson 1975, pp. 41-43. 
*Employment figures are for jobs per £1000 tourist spending. 
Notes: Unst': Means unstandardised employment multipliers representing all jobs equally 
whether ftill time or part-time. 
Stan : Means standardised employment multipliers for full time job equivalents. 
The Tayside study was a departure from the previous forms of adapted Keynesian 
multipliers of Archibald (1967), Allen (1969) and Steele (1969) in that those models 
were tested using data estimated from national sources and applied to standard planning 
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regions (e.g. Scotland, North East England). The work of Archer and Owen (1971) as 
applied to Anglesey represented a useful application of the regional multiplier concept 
to the tourist industry and could be adapted to the Tayside region (Henderson 1975, 
p.137). 
The comprehensiveness of the Henderson study is apparent when it is considered that 
muhipher values were generated for a number of different levels of regional economies. 
These included the Tayside Region, Local Region, Scotland, Major nodal town. 
Highland centre. Seaside town, Special Activity Centre and Rural area. (Henderson 
1975, p. 162). 
Table 2.4.6-2 below shows the induced income and employment multiplier values 
derived for Greater Tayside and the local communities. The income multiplier for 
Scotland at 1.38 was greater than that for the Tayside region (1.23) which, as could be 
expected, was greater than that for the local communities (1.18). 
Table 2.4.6-2 Tayside Induced Income Multiplier Values by size of region 
Tayside Induced Income Generation - Multiplier Values 
Level of Analysis 
Tayside region 
Local communities 
Scotland 
Major nodal town 
Highland centre 
Seaside town 
Special activity centre 
Rural area 
1.23 
1.18 
1.38 
1.20 
1.18 
1.17 
1.16 
1.13 
Source: Henderson 1975, p. 162 
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The smaller the region the smaller the multiplier is likely to be because of the 
comparatively smaller number of linkages within the area compared with size of the 
multipliers for large areas like Scotland. 
2.4.6.6 Edwards et al.- South West England (1976) 
A study of tourism in the South West of England by Edwards et al.(1976) was also 
based on the Keynesian model. This study, for the South West Economic Planning 
Council, was significant in that econometric methods were used with U.K. time series 
data to derive the parameters, and a range of values for the parameters resulted in the 
generation of tourist income multipliers of between 0.29 and 0.39. (Edwards et al. 1976, 
pp. 24-28). These results were comparable to those obtained from similar studies 
(Edwards et al. 1976, p.29). Their model is presented as 
k = 
l-c(l-mc)(l- vc) (1 - tp)[n (1 - re) (1 - sc) (1 - tc) + (l-n)(l- rp)J 
where 
c = propensity to consume out of disposable income 
mc = propensity to import out of after tax income 
vc = rate of indirect taxation on consumers spending 
tp = rate of direct tax on personal income 
n = share of corporate income in GDP 
re = rateoffransfer of corporate income to outside the study area 
sc = rate of saving from corporate disposable income 
tc = rate of direct tax on total corporate income 
rp = rate of transfer of personal income to outside 
Eqn 2.4.6-1 
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The analysis of this study used the results of Archer's (1973) study of Anglesey^ *^  and 
Henderson's (1975) work on Tayside, with modifications, to examine the impact of 
different proportions of tourists using varying types of accommodation in the South 
West of England. The resulting income multipliers were between 0.33 and 0.45. 
(Edwards et al. 1976, p. 23; Archer, B.H. 1973; Henderson, D.M. 1975). The study did 
not include a multiplier analysis of employment impacts. Rather, employment impacts 
were derived using regression analysis applied to the combined resuhs of travel and 
accommodation surveys which identified the relationship between the numbers of 
visitors and the numbers employed in the accommodation sector (Edwards et al. 1976, 
p. 23). 
The connection between Keynesian multiplier analysis, economic base analysis and 
subsequent input-output techniques for measuring economic impacts is illustrated in the 
next section. 
2.4.7 The Multiplier Process - from Ad hoc Keynesian to Economic Base to 
Input-Output Models 
h is possible to identify a relationship between aggregate Keynesian analysis, economic 
base analysis and input-output analysis.'" The connection was first noted by Kennedy 
(1966a; 1966b) and continued in the work of Hewings (1977). 
Archer, B.H. 1973, The Impact of Domestic Tourism, Bangor Occasional Papers in Economics No. 2. Bangor 
University of Wales Press.; Henderson, D.M. 1975, The Economic Impact of Tourism: A Case Study in Greater 
Tayside, Tourism and Recreation Research Unit Research Report No. 13, University of Edinburgh. 
"This section draws heavily on the work of Hewings (1977) and Kennedy (1966a; 1966b). 
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The usual simple Keynesian identity for the economy is given as 
Y=C + I Eqn 2.4.7-1 
where Y = gross national product 
C = gross domestic consumption 
I = gross investment 
when the foreign sector is included the model is expanded to become 
Y=C + I + X-M Eqn2.4.7-2 
where 
X = exports 
M = imports 
altematively this could be expressed as 
Y+M=C + I + X Eqn 2.4.7-3 
Kennedy (1966a, 1966b) describes the Keynesian, relationship as being similar to the 
economic base approach and the input-output approach in that the variables for supply 
(output) are collected on the left hand side and the demand (expenditure) terms are 
collected on the right hand side. If the demand terms (C + I) are collected as an 
expenditure term, E, then the formula expressed as, 
Y+ M = E+ X Eqn 2.4.7-4 
can in fact be representative of the row and column totals of a two sector input-output 
table which includes both a domestic and a foreign sector. 
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The formulation which Kennedy refers to as the input-output approach (Kennedy 
1966a) describes the relationship between the Keynesian and economic base models 
(Kennedy 1966a, 1966b). 
Table 2.4. 7-l:Two-sector macro input-output model 
Producing Sectors 
Home 
Foreign 
Total 
Spending Sectors 
Home Foreign 
Vhh Vhf 
Vfti Vff 
E X 
Total 
Y 
M 
T 
Source: Kennedy, 1966a 
The cells Vhh and Vhf represent the distribution of home sales to home and foreign 
markets respectively, while Vfh and Vff are foreign sales to the home and foreign 
market. Total expenditures = total output = T, and Y = national product. If E = C + I 
and we assume there has been an autonomous change in I and X we can examine the 
effect of this on Y. By definition of M 
AM = mAT Eqn 2.4.7-5 
and since 
Y + M=T 
AY+AM = AT 
AY=AT-AM 
= (l-m)AT 
If c is defined as the marginal propensity to consume, then 
AC=cAY 
Eqn 2.4.7-6 
Eqn 2.4.7-7 
Eqn 2.4.7-8 
Eqn 2.4.7-9 
Eqn 2.4.7-10 
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= c{\-m)AT Eqn2.4.7-ll 
Restoring equilibrium implies 
AI+AX=AT-AC Eqn 2.4.7-12 
= [\-c{\-m)]AT Eqn 2.4.7-13 
Dividing AC^cAY Eqn 2.4.7-10 
wt, = [ l - c ( l - m ) ] A r . . , , , 
B y •- ^ -'J Eqn 2.4.7-13 
AY _ (1-m) 
Eqn 2.4.7-14 
AI + AX [l-c(l-m)] 
The numerator includes only a proportion ofthe initial increase in expenditures on I and 
X which will result in an increase in incomes. The denominator takes account of the 
increase in Y resulting from an increase in C. 
The two sector economic base multiplier for an economy can be similarly described,'' 
Y, = Yb ^ Ynb Eqn 2.4.7-15 
where Y^ , Y^  Y^ ^ are the total, basic and non-basic (local) components of the region's 
output (or income). The ratio (r) of non-basic to total output can be expressed as 
Ynb = r(Yh + Ynb) Eqn 2.4.7-16 
= rYb + rYnb Eqn 2.4.7-17 
r 
Yb Eqn 2.4.7-18 (1-r) 
In this context the economic base is described for income Y rather than employment (E). 
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If it is assumed that Y^ is exogenously projected, then the impact of changes in Y^ will 
have a more than proportionate effect on Y^^ . If r < 0.5, the change in Y ,^, will be less 
than proportionate while r = 0.5 would result in Y^ = Y„t, (Hewings 1977, pp. 33-36). 
2.5 The Input-Output Framework 
The aggregated nature of both the Keynesian type models and the economic base 
models means than insufficient individual industry information is obtained from any 
impact analysis requiring the effects on various industries in the economy. For example, 
industries exhibit different input structures, import coefficients and capital-output ratios 
which are not captured in these models. Leontief (1953)" focused on inter-industry 
linkages for the American economy and showed how various sectors of the economy 
formed the basis for inputs and outputs in the economy using a matrix form. The rows 
indicated how outputs (sales) from each industry were spread through the economy, and 
the columns indicated the industry origin (purchases) of the output. The input-output 
matrix became the basis for developing multipliers to trace the impact of final demand 
changes on different industrial sectors of the economy. Output, income and 
employment muhipliers were derived to estimate the total affect on an economy of 
changes in final demand in one sector of the economy and its impact through other 
sectors. Leontief became known as the "father" of input-output analysis techniques. 
The input-output model disaggregates the economy (or the basic/non-basic sectors) into 
a number of different industries. The number of industries chosen for analysis is 
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determined by the requirements ofthe analyst as well as cost considerations. In general, 
the smaller the region of study the fewer the number of industries required for analysis, 
the larger the region, (state or nation) the greater the number of industry sectors. 
Input-output models provide a means of analysing the interindustry relationships in the 
production process in an economy. The flow of goods and services from one producer 
to another and from the final producer to the final buyer are illustrated. All production, 
both final and intermediate, is incorporated and detailed linkages among industries are 
identified (Ritz 1979)". 
With respect to analysing the impact of tourism activities, input-output analysis is the 
most powerflil tool for estimating secondary impact, and the appropriate tables are 
generally readily available at national and sometimes sub-national levels. Its 
limitations, however, include the assumption of fixed input coefficients when these may 
actually vary depending upon the size of the tourism expenditure injected into the 
system, lack of detailed industry disaggregations to accommodate the sectors of the 
tourism industry, and the fact that input-output tables are available only after substantial 
lags, often four to five years (Frechtling 1987, p. 347). These limitations will be 
discussed more fully in the section below evaluating the three secondary impact 
techniques. 
In using input-output analysis to measure the impact of an increase in tourism spending, 
the appropriate approach would be to try to isolate tourism as a separate sector in the 
Leontief W.W., 1953, Studies in the Structure of the American Economy; (1941) The Structure of the 
American Economy, 1919-1929; (1966) Input-Output Economics and Collected Essays; 
Ritz, P.M. 1979, "The Input-Output Structure ofthe U.S. Economy," Survey of Current Business, February, pp. 34-
72. 
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economy '^'. However, because of the difficulty in identifying all the components that 
comprise tourism as a separate industrial sector^^ some researchers include tourism as 
part of final demand." 
2.5.1 Input-Output Models 
The basis ofthe input-output models and the derivation ofthe type I and type II income 
muhipliers as they became known were presented in early models" of interindustry 
analysis. 
2.5.2 Input-Output Analysis and Tourism 
The following sections present selected input-output studies measuring the economic 
impact of tourism activity in a number of countries together with the methodologies 
for the derivation ofthe various input-output multipliers^l 
Tourism has relatively weak linkages with the rest ofthe economy so that tourism multipliers tend to be lower 
than in some other industries with significant forward and backward linkages. 
The mathematics ofthe procedure for deriving input-output multipliers has been treated by many researchers in 
the field, for example, Jensen and West, 1986. 
" See for example Morrison and Powell, 1988. 
The eariy input-output models, like those for the US by Leontief 1953, who was instrumental in the 
development of input-output analysis, were developed from the Keynesian notation for the economy as a whole. 
Measurement ofthe economic contribution of tourism to an economy by the use of multiplier analysis can help 
meet a variety of objectives for govemment officials, planners and investors in the tourism industry. It can also 
show how the tourism industry affects consumer demand and indicate the requirements of additional facilities 
as demand for tourism services changes. 
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2.5.3 Richards - U.K. and Ireland (1972) 
Richards (1972) analysed the impacts of tourism activity for the U.K. and Ireland. 
Estimates for the tourism income multiplier were based on national data using the 
following model: 
k = ^ 
Vi 
Eqn 2.5.3-1 
where 
k = total income generated by a unit increase in demand for the product 
of sector i 
Vj = value added by a unit increase in the output of sector i 
Cj, = output generated in sector i by a unit increase in demand for sector 1 
Richards derived an income multiplier of 3.254 for the U.K. and 2.87 for Ireland. These 
were high because they were expressed as ratio multipliers rather than as normal 
multipliers. 
Table 2.5.3-1: Multiplier Values for the U.K. and Ireland, (Richards 1972) 
U.K. 
Ireland 
Direct+Indirect Income: 
Direct Income (1) 
1.632 
1.310 
(2) 
Direct+Indirect+ Induced 
Income: 
Direct Income 
3.254 
2.870 
(3) 
Direct+Indirect+ 
Induced Income: 
Direct Income 
3.183 
2.672 
Source: Richards 1972, pp. 314, 318. 
Notes: <" 1965 data for the U.K., 1964 data for Ireland 
* Linear homogeneous consumption function assumed 
*'' Non-homogeneous consumption function assumed 
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The orthodox Type II income multipliers give total income generated as a ratio to 
direct income generated and hence are quite high. He also tested a model using a non-
homogeneous consumption^*^ function and obtained lower estimates of 3.183 for the 
U.K. and 2.672 for Ireland (Richards 1972, pp. 314, 318). 
That is, marginal propensities to consume declined as incomes rose. 
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2.5.4 Archer - U.K. and Ireland (1973) 
Archer (1973) derived income multipliers for his study of Anglesey using both an 
input-output model and an ad hoc Keynesian model. Although his input-output 
model was based on input-output concepts, he did not derive a full input-output table 
for the local economy. He found that the input-output multipliers were approximately 
20 percent higher from the input-output model than those using the ad hoc model. 
This is not surprising since the input-output model traces all the interindustry 
transactions within the economy more accurately than does the Keynesian ad hoc 
model (Archer 1973)'". 
Archer (1973) reworked Richards (1972) figures in order to obtain unorthodox 
Keynesian multipliers and derived estimates of 1.68 for the U.K. and 1.78 for Ireland. 
Archer's input-output income multiplier model used direct survey data rather than a 
full input-output matrix of the local economy. His equations for income and 
employment multipliers are given below and are termed reduced form because a full 
regional input-output table was not developed. One interesting feature of this study 
was that it provided a detailed analysis of the tourism industry in Anglesey and a 
range of multipliers were produced for different types of tourist accommodation. 
Archer's (1973) income multiplier equation was given as: 
Wanhills's review ofthe measurement of tourism impacts supports this view. (Wanhill 1983, p.l 1). 
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n n 1 
^ = Z Z 2y Kij Vif 7 Eqn 2.5.4-1 
i=i 
where 
k = income multiplier 
j = types of tourist based on accommodation 1..N 
i = types of consumer outlet l..n 
Qj = proportion of total tourist spending by the j * type of tourist 
Kij = proportion of tourist spending in the i* type of consumer outlet by the 
j * type of tourist 
Vj = direct+indirect local income generated per £ of tumover in the i* type 
ofoutiet 
L = local propensity to consume 
Xj = proportion of total consumer spending by local residents in the i* type 
ofoutiet 
Z, = proportion of consumer spending that remains in the local economy 
Archer's (1973) employment multipHer model is given as: 
N n N n I " 
^^ HHQi Kij Ai +Y.Y. Qi Kij Vi [ -„ 7 Z Xi Bi 
^-' " 1-LZ X, z, Vi '-' 
i=l 
Eqn 2.5.4-2 
where 
k = the employment multiplier 
A = direct employment created per unit of tourist spending 
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B = Other employment per unit of local household spending, (i.e. total 
regional employment - tourist generated employment) 
j = types of tourist based on accommodation 1..N 
i = types of consumer outlet l..n 
Qi = proportion of total tourist spending by the i* type of consumer 
outlet 
K^ j = proportion of tourist spending in the i* type of consumer outlet 
by the j * type of tourist 
Vj = direct+indirect local income generated per £ of tumover in the i* 
type ofoutiet 
L = local propensity to consume 
Xj = proportion of total consumer spending by local residents in the i* 
type ofoutiet 
Zj = proportion of consumer spending that remains in the local economy 
Archer's lower estimates for the output multiplier of 1.08 for Anglesey, Table 2.5.4-1 
below, compared with 1.68 for the U.K, shows that the input-output model exhibits 
weak linkages of the tourism sector with other sectors in this economy. As a result 
the indirect and induced effects are larger in the U.K. where the leakages are fewer, 
and purchases to satisfy tourism demand is met from within the economy rather than 
from imports. 
Archer did not compare the economic base employment multiplier with that derived 
from his ad hoc model in his study of Anglesey, but found that the economic base 
method gave an unrealistically high estimate of 1.47 jobs created per direct job in the 
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tourist sector compared with an estimate of 1.11 direct and indirect jobs per direct job 
derived from the Keynesian ad hoc model (Archer 1973, pp. 74-75; Jackson 1986, 
p.4). The resuhs ofthe Anglesey study are tabulated in Table 2.5.4-1 below. 
Table 2.5.4-1: Multipliers 
Hotel and Guesthouse 
B & B and Farmhouse 
Static Caravan 
Camping 
Composite Effect 
derived for Tourist Expenditure for A 
Income 
Ad hoc 
0.25 
0.58 
0.14 
0.35 
0.25 
nglesey 
(1) 
Multipliers 
Input-Output 
0.31 
0.76 
0.22 
0.31 
0.33 
(2) 
Output 
Input-Output 
1.45 
1.20 
0.88 
1.47 
1.08 
(3) 
Employment 
Ad hoc 
0.49 
0.36 
0.40 
0.40 
0.48 
Notes: 
(1) Direct+Indirect+Induced Local Income) / £ extra tourist spending. 
(2) Output generated in the region by an extra unit of tourist spending. 
(3) Full-time job equivalent created by an additional £ 1000 of tourist spending 
Source: Archer (1973) Tables 3.3, 3.4 on pp.57 and p.74. 
Archer's method enabled different components of the multipliers to be distinguished. 
The bed and breakfast sector, for example, shows larger multiplier effects for 
additional local income than other components of tourist spending. Again, the input-
output income and employment results indicate relatively weak linkages with the rest 
of the economy. It is also interesting to note from the table that the output multiplier 
for Hotel and Guesthouse (1.45) ranked higher than that for Bed and Breakfast and 
Farmhouse (1.20), whilst the input-output income muhiplier for Bed and Breakfast 
and Farmhouse (0.76) ranked higher than that for Hotel and Guesthouse (0.31). 
Multipliers for different sectors of the Turkish economy were derived by Liu, Var and 
Timur (1984), and by Cooper and Pigram (1984) for Australia. Liu, Var and Timur 
ranked their results by income multipliers for the various sectors in the Turkish 
economy. The results in Table 2.5.4-2 indicate that the higher direct but lower 
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indirect multipliers for primary and service sectors (including tourism) suggest that 
those sectors have relatively weak linkages with other industries. This is probably 
because these are relatively employment (service) intensive industries and make few 
purchases from other industries. Manufacturing industries, on the other hand, make 
significantly greater intermediate and capital purchases from other industries resulting 
in stronger inter-industry linkages and higher multiplier impacts. 
Table 2.5.4-2: Sectors ofthe Turkish Economy ranked by Income Multipliers (Liu, Var and Timur (1984) 
Normal Income Multiplier 
Type 1 Ratio Income 
Multipliers 
Type II Ratio Income 
Multipliers 
Transactions Multipliers 
Animal husbandry 
Agriculture 
Manufactured meat products 
Wholesale and retail services 
Tourism -all visitors 
Manufactured meat products 
Manufactured flour products 
Manufactured ginning 
Manufactured sugar products 
Tourism -all visitors 
Manufactured meat products 
Manufactured flour products 
Manufactured ginning 
Manufactured sugar products 
Tourism -all visitor 
Manufactured vegetable and other oils 
Manufactured meat products 
Manufactured wooden furniture 
Manufactured leather and fur industries 
Tourism -all visitors 
2.35 
2.24 
2.22 
2.22 
1.98 
15.31 
8.26 
8.23 
6.70 
1.52 
38.50 
20.60 
20.53 
16.72 
3.80 
2.59 
2.38 
2.37 
2.21 
1.73 
Source: Liu, Var and Timur (1984). 
2.5.5 Tourism and Recreation Research Unit, Edinburgh University (1981) 
In a study by the Tourism and Recreation Research Unit at Edinburgh University 
(1981), the local impact of tourism was compared with the impact of other industries 
in three national parks in England and Wales. The results are presented below and 
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indicate that tourism's linkages are such that it compares well with livestock farming 
and general retailing in terms of local income and employment but generates less 
overall contribution to the income and employment ofthe regional areas than does the 
manufacturing and building industries. It should also be noted that multiplier values 
will generally be low for small rural economies because ofthe high level of imports in 
such regions. 
Table 2.5.5-1: Multipliers for Selected Activities in 3 U.K. National Parks, Tourism Recreation Research Unit, 
1981 
Activity 
Livestock Farming 
Manufacturing (tourism 
related) 
Building Contractors 
Hotels ; 
Retail Outlets 
Local Income Multiplier 
0.26 
0.37 
0.38 
0.22 
0.13 
Standardised Employment 
Jobs per £1000 
tumover 
0.08 1 
0.13 1 
: } 
\ 0.13 1 
0.09 ; 
0.06 j 
Source: Tourism and Recreation Research Unit 1981. Reproduced in Jackson 1986, p. 87. 
2.5,6 Cooper and Pigram - Australia (1984) 
Cooper and Pigram (1984) derived output multipliers in their study of Australian 
economy. They compared the total output generated by different sectors but did not 
indicate what kind of increased output results from increased tourist spending. 
(Jackson, 1986 p. 42). 
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Cooper and Pigram (1984) developed multipliers for tourism for an 18 sector 
Austrahan economy. Table 2.5.6-1 below gives the rank positions for 7 ofthe 18 
industries in which they compared the direct, indirect and induced effects of an 
increase in demand in each sector. The relative size of the sector's multiplier is 
reflected in the rank but the ordinal ranking does not show what the differences in 
actual values were. Interestingly, the tourism sector ranks highly on the indicators for 
total output and direct employment, but is overtaken by the more capital intensive 
industries of metals and food in the output and income indicators. This is not so with 
respect to employment. Tourism is below finance in terms of employment ranking 
where it moves from third position on direct employment to fourteenth for total 
employment (as indicated by the Type I employment multiplier). Cooper and Pigram 
comment on the weak linkages that tourism has with the rest of the economy and 
suggest that the industry is not very suitable as an engine for growth. (Cooper and 
Pigram, 1984; also cited in Jackson 1986, p. 45). 
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Table 2.5.6-1: Output Multipliers for the Australian Economy Ranked By Industry, 
Type of 
Multiplier 
Simple Output 
Total Output 
Income 
Type 1 
Income 
Type 11 
Employment 
Direct 
Employment 
Type I 
Employment 
Type 11 
Tourism 
9 
2 
13 
13 
3 
14 
12 
Entertainmen 
t 
15 
14 
15 
15 
1 
17 
14 
Finance 
17 
15 
9 
9 
4 
2 
1 
Services 
18 
16 
17 
17 
15 
11 
11 
Metals 
2 
5 
4 
4 
14 
10 
13 
Food 
1 
4 
1 
1 
16 
12 
5 
Construct 
ion 
4 
2 
11 
11 
2 
13 
18 
Source: Cooper and Pigram 1984*' adapted from Jackson 1986, p.89. 
2.5.7 Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model - Queensland (1990) 
In Australia, West and Bayne turned their attention to developing a computer model 
which could analyse current tourism expenditure data as it became available at a 
regional level. The Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model (VEA) of West and Bayne 
(1990)^ ^ was a computer model developed to be compatible with the annual tourism 
data collected by the Queensland Tourism and Travel Corporation relating to tourism 
expenditure at a regional level for the State of Queensland. The model was able to 
' Also cited in Jackson 1986, p.89) 
West, G.R., and Bayne, B. A., 1990, Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model An Economic Assessment Modeling 
System of Tourism Activity in Queensland, Report to the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 
Department of Economics, University of Queensland, November. 
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analyse, using the basic input-output framework and existing input-output tables for 
the state and regions of Queensland,*^ the impact of current levels of tourism activity 
in Queensland as well as for the 12 regions based on Australian Bureau of Statistics 
statistical divisions of the State. As armual data is collected the model is able to 
analyse the updated data as it becomes available. It can also provide a platform for 
modeling scenarios or special event activities in a consistent and reliable framework. 
The VEA computer program model also calculates the indirect (or flow on) effects of 
tourism expenditure in a region through input-output analysis and is subject to the 
normal assumptions and limitations of input-output analysis. 
The VEA model is a single region model and does not estimate interregional feedback 
effects between regions, nor does it take into account compensating impacts. For this 
reason the impact of tourism expenditure for the region under study does not include 
any impacts which might affect neighbouring regions. 
If it is assumed that the expenditure profile of visitors to a region will be relatively 
consistent irrespective of the number of visitors to the region, then the VEA can be 
used for scenario modeling. That is, the impact of the change in visitor numbers can 
be measured in one period compared with another. 
'Input-Output Tables for Queensland 1990-91. 
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One feature of the model is that it is not price dependent. The purchasing pattems 
(per unit output) ofthe producing sectors is assumed constant. This means that flow-
on impacts calculated will be in the same (price) values as the initial visitor 
expenditures, because visitor expenditures are modeled as components of final 
demand. Unlike measuring tourism impacts through the supply side, the intermediate 
sectors ofthe I-O table are not altered when using VEA. 
One difficulty with the VEA is that of employment impacts. Employment-output 
ratios are assumed to be the same as for the base year (in the current version, 1985-
86). Major restructuring ofthe Australian labour force has taken place since that time 
with improvements in productivity in many industries. The VEA, therefore, is likely 
to overestimate the employment flow-on effects for the later years. West and Bayne 
comment, 
"A more accurate guide to the employment impacts would have to be 
obtained by analysing the employment-output relativity trends over 
time, as is done in the Queensland Integrated Model (QIM) under 
development at the University of Queensland which combines input-
output and time-series econometric relationships to model the 
dynamics ofthe changes in the economy." (West and Bayne 1990, p. 
39). 
2.5.8 Results of Selected Tourism Multiplier Impact Studies 
The following section provides tabulated results of various input-output studies and 
the multiplier results for measuring tourism impacts. Table 2.5.8-1 shows the regional 
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income and employment multipliers for selected tourism impact studies in the United 
Kingdom. Table 2.5.8-2 shows the employment multipliers derived for a number of 
tourism impact studies also in the United Kingdom. The tables are followed with a 
listing ofthe type of a methods employed in the analyses. Authors and year of study 
of the various applications are indicated as well as the type of analysis undertaken. 
Also is indicated whether income or employment multipliers have been derived. 
Income multipliers tend to be low in smaller regions than the larger ones with the 
exception ofthe study of Devon and Comwall by Lewes et. al, 1970, which is largely 
due to the fact that it was assumed that there were few leakages out ofthe region.*'' 
' Both tables were adapted from the work of Jackson, 1986, p.81. 
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Table 2.5.8-1: Tourism Regional Income and Employment Multipliers U.K. 
Region/Area 
St Andrews 
Devon and Cornwall 
Anglesey 
Gwynedd 
Cardigan 
Scotland 
Tayside Region 
Local Communities 
within Tayside 
Skye 
South West England 
East Anglian Region 
East Anglian Coastal 
Strip 
Woodspring 
Scotland 
Isle of Wight 
Torbay 
Income(Y) and/ 
Employment(N) 
Multipliers 
0.34(Y) 
1.29(Y) 
0.25(Y) 
0.33(Y) 
0.48(N) 
1.11(N)'' 
1.47(N)'' 
0.37(Y) 
0.31 (Y) 
0.46(Y) 
0.47(N) 
0.25(N)<= 
0.32(Y) 
0.41(N) 
0.19(N)'= 
0.26(Y) 
0.39(N) 
O.M(Uf 
0.25-0.41 (Y) 
0.35-0.45(Y) 0.29-
0.39(Y) 
0.35 
0.33 
0.49 
0.32 
0.24(N) 
0.42 
0.51 
Notes 
1 
2,5 
3 
1 
3 
3,8 
8,4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3,9 
3 
3 
3,9 
3 
3 
3,9 
3 
3,6 
2 
3 
3 
7 
1 
3,1 
7 
7 
Reference 
Blake and McDowall 1967 
Lewes etal 1970 
Archer 1973 
Archer, Shea, DeVane 1974 
Wheeler and Richards 1974 
Henderson 1975 
Brownngg and Greig 1975 
Edwards et al 1976 
Archer, DeVane, and Moore 1977 
English Tourist Board (ETB) 1978 
Baster 1980 
ETB 1981 
ETB 1982 
Source: 
Notes: 
Adapted from Jackson, 1986, p.81 
" Jobs per £1000 spending 
'' Direct+indirect jobs per direct job. 
^ Standardised 
1-9 Analytical Methods, see Notes to Table 2.5.8.2 
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Table 2.5.8-2: Regional and Local Tourist Employment Multipliers - UK 
Region/Area 
Anglesey 
Scotland 
Tayside Region 
Tayside Local Community 
Standardised 
Scotland 
Tayside Region 
Tayside Local Community 
Scotland 
Employment 
Multiplier 
Jobs/$ 1000 
spending 
0.48 
0.47 
0.41 
0.39 
0.25 
0.19 
0.17 
0.24 
1.11* 
1.47* 
(1) 
Notes 
3 
3,8 
8,4 
3 
3 
3 
3,9 
3,9 
3,9 
3,1 
Reference 
Archer (1973^ 
Henderson 
(1975^ 
Henderson (1975) 
Baster (1980f^ 
Source: Jackson, 1986, p. 82. 
*Direct + Indirect jobs per direct job 
Notes: 
Analytical Methods: 
1. An input-output model 
2. An Ad-hoc desk model 
3. An Ad-hoc reduced form model based on tourism survey data 
4. An Economic Base model 
5. All initial tourist expenditure assumed to stay in the area 
6. Estimated by incorporating Archer and Henderson's results 
7. Only direct and first-round indirect income effects included and not all withdrawals 
8. Direct+indirect jobs: Direct jobs generated 
9. Standardised to the full-time Job equivalents 
2.5.9 Bureau of Industry Economics, 1979,1984. 
The Bureau of Industry Economics has made a significant contribution to evaluating 
the economic significance of tourism in Australia by their estimates of the 
Archer, B.H., 1973, The Impact of Domestic Tourism, Bangor Occasional Papers in Economics No. 2, Bangor 
University of Wales Press. 
Henderson, D.M. and Cousins, R, L., 1975, The Economic Impact of Tourism: A Case Study in Greater Tayside, 
Tounsm and Recreation Research Unit, University of Edinburgh. 
Baster, J., 1980, Input-Output Analysis of Tourism Benefits: Lessons from Scotland, International Journal of 
Tourism Management, I, 2. 
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contribution of tourism as a value added component in many industries in the 
Australian economy.^ ^ Estimates ofthe tourism component of various industries were 
calculated by referring to final demand expenditures by tourists on categories such as 
transport, accommodation, meals, social expenditure, excursion fees, gifts, personal 
purchases etc. It was then possible to disaggregate the value added of existing 
industries according to demand and develop estimates of tourist expenditure by 
commodity. These were then allocated to the appropriate categories classified in the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics Input-Output Tables for 1968-69 and then together 
with estimates from the Survey of Australian Travel, 1973-74,*'' and the Intemational 
Visitor Survey developed estimates of total expenditure by domestic and foreign 
tourists in 1973-74. Direct, indirect and induced effects of tourist expenditure on 
GDP were calculated as well as tourism's contribution to capital stock. This work was 
an important contribution to knowledge of the significance of tourist expenditure on 
the Australian economy. This work was followed with an update of the 1979 
estimates™ which revealed that the earlier report underestimated tourism's contribution 
to the Australian economy. 
2.5.10 The Hunter Valley Research Foundation -1993 
The Hunter Valley Research Foundation prepared a number of working papers for the 
Office of Local Govemment, New South Wales Govemment Department of Health, 
Housing, Local Govemment and Community Services evaluating the environmental. 
68 
Bureau of Industry Economics, 1979, Economic Significance of Tourism in Australia, AGPS, Canberra 
Australian Travel Research Conference, 1975, Survey of Australian Travel 1973-74, Department of Tourism and 
Recreation, Canberra. 
Page 8: 
Chapter 2 Literature Review 
economic and social impacts of tourism from a local govemment perspective^'. These 
working papers were based on information generated by a series of tourism 
workbooks completed by 317 local governments throughout Australia during July and 
August 1992. The workbooks provided strategic information for the development of 
recommendations on the effective co-ordination, integration and delivery of tourism at 
the local govemment level. The information contained the workbooks concemed the 
environmental, social and economic impacts of tourism with special reference to -
• Identification of the benefits and costs of the developmental effects of tourism at 
the local govemment level; 
• A synthesis of local government's ideas on possible mechanisms to increase the 
benefits and reduce the costs of tourism. 
Many Australian local governments emphasised the following: 
• The cost of infrastmcture, home by ratepayers, needed to service tourists; 
• Increased pressure placed on natural environment; 
• Crowding out of residents during the peak tourism season; 
• Loss of community identity through a change in the traditional stmcture of the 
economic and social base. 
In terms of minimising costs there was a significant body of opinion which referred 
to: 
Bureau of Industry Economics, 1984. Tourist Expenditure in Australia. Research Report 16, Australian 
Govemment Publishing Service, Canberra. 
The Hunter Valley Research Foundation, 1993, Working Papers Numbers 1 - 13, Prepared for the Office of 
Local Govemment Department of Health, Housing, Local Govemment and Community Services, Newcastle, 
NSW. (1. Consultation; 2. Tourism Policy lnitiatives;3. Tourism Impacts - Literature Review; 4. Tourism 
Impacts - Delphi Study; 5. Tounsm impacts - local govemment perspective; 6. Local tourism plan guidelines; 7. 
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• Education of residents, tourists and developers to ensure that they were aware of 
potential and actual negative impacts associated with tourism and how they could 
help to minimise these impacts; 
• Involvement of residents in the decision making process to enhance community 
awareness of the issues and to promote support for, and commitment to, resulting 
decisions; 
• Provision of grant money or the adoption of a user pays policy to serve as 
resources for both pro-active and reactive mitigation of negative impacts; 
• The need for councils to undertake long-term and extensive pro-active planning to 
that the community could plan for, and control, their future. 
The working papers provide a range of ideas and issues conceming the costs and 
benefits of tourism and a synthesis of local govemment ideas on possible mechanisms 
to increase the benefits and minimise the costs of tourism. 
2.6 Critical Evaluation of l\/lultiplier Studies 
Archer (1977a) provides a useful discussion of the following limitations of input-
output multiplier analysis. 
Firstly, input-output assumes linear production functions. That is, any additional final 
demand will be met by an industry through purchasing inputs in the same proportion 
from the same suppliers. 
Monkey Mia case study; 8. Dubbo case study; 9, Port Douglas case study; 10. Hinchinbrook case study; 11. 
Adelaide case study; 12. Maclean-Ballina case study; 13. Hunter Region tourism study. 
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Secondly, it is assumed that additional income resulting from additions to final 
demand will be spent in the same proportions on the same consumption items, with 
the same split between local or intraregional purchases and imports. Although this is 
a similar problem to the assumption of linear production functions, it can be overcome 
by disaggregating resident purchases in an area. This, however, can be a costly 
exercise.''^  
Thirdly, although interindustry relationships can change considerably over a period of 
five years, most input-output data are older than this:^ ^ 
Although, these are serious limitations of input-output models in general, they are not 
sufficient to avoid using input-output models in particular applications. Further, it 
should be noted that the first two also limit the usefulness ofthe ad hoc and economic 
base models. Despite these criticisms, in comparing the usefulness of ad hoc 
Keynesian type multipliers and input-output multipliers Archer argues that, although 
data needed to develop the ad hoc multipliers can be less time consuming than for an 
input-output model, where an input-output model exists for the area under study, it 
should be used. If no such model exists, the ad hoc model will provide reasonable 
accuracy for less cost than producing a full input-output model. The accuracy of 
' see Archer 1977a, reproduced in Frechtling, 1987, p. 350. 
Applications of input-output measuring tourism impacts have the added disadvantage in that tourism spending 
Items may not be consistent with the industry or commodity groups m the input-output tables. Moreover, 
deriving input coefficients becomes problematical when isolating tourism from other industry groups. (Archer 
1977a, reproduced in Frechding, 1987, p. 350) 
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multipliers derived by the economic base model, would not be worth the cost of 
deriving them '^'. 
Other crificisms ofthe input-output model have not been so severe. For example, the 
model ignores the opportunity cost of resources that would be used in satisfying the 
extra demand. Where unemployed resources exist, this would not be a problem. 
However, the opportunity cost of capital should not be ignored. For example, this 
might include the use of scarce building sites, the provision of extra transport or other 
public facilities and the use of skilled personnel etc. When these resources are 
diverted to provide additional tourism services, the multiplier approach fails to 
recognize these opportunity costs. 
The ad hoc models also assume stable, linear production and consumption functions. 
Thus, average propensities to consume, tax and import can be used instead of 
marginal propensities because these are more easily estimated. Implicit is the 
assumption that consumers' spending and savings pattems do not change as incomes 
rise. Similarly, it is assumed that as the scale of production rises, the proportions in 
which inputs are used do not change, nor are there technological or productivity 
advances. 
Additionally, resources are assumed to have elastic supply with no changes in relative 
pnces. These assumptions may be quite unrealistic if one is considering the medium 
term rather than short term for planning purposes. The criticisms of the model are 
" For further comments see, Frechtling 1987, p. 350. 
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more important the longer the planning period. In the very short run however, some 
ofthe assumptions would be reasonable. 
With respect to the use of the various models in measuring tourism impacts, Richards 
(1972, p. 319) tested non-homogenous consumption functions and found that his 
tourist income multipliers were reduced by 5 to 7 percent^^ 
Diamond (1976, pp. 39-41) in his study of Turkey used linear programming 
techniques to impose foreign exchange and hotel capacity constraints on his model. 
This model resulted in reduced values for the estimated tourism multipliers. These 
suggest that some of the limitations of input-output analysis might be overcome by 
incorporating the use of linear programming techniques, where appropriate, in 
addition to using input output methods. 
The sensitivity of the coefficients in the input-output model has been tested by a 
number of researchers. Lewes et al (1970) found that changes in the region's own 
propensity to import did cause significant changes in the multiplier values whereas 
changes in personal income tax rates were less significant. Archer (1977a, pp. 43-44) 
found that multiplier values were relatively resistant to changes in the propensity to 
consume local goods and services (Jackson p. 48). 
It is important that the models used are specified correctly. For example, Zinder et al 
(1969) in their study of tourism in the East Caribbean islands developed a poorly 
specified model which yielded extraordinarily high multiplier estimates. A figure of 
2.3 was presented as the tourist income multiplier for the region. It was subsequently 
revealed in other studies of the Caribbean islands that import leakages had been 
"cited in Jackson 1986, p. 48. 
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seriously underestimated by the summing of value-added in each round of income 
generafion, and assuming that all local income generated remained within the local 
economy. Levitt and Gulafi 1970, and Bryden and Faber 1971, in their studies ofthe 
Caribbean islands derived local income muhipliers of between 0.88-1.27.^^ (Levitt and 
Gulafi, 1970; Bryden and Faber 1971). 
Gartner and Holecek (1983) in their study of the economic impact of a tourism 
exposifion in Detroit, derived an income multiplier of 2.0 which Redman (1983) 
argued was too high because the expenditure of local residents had been included 
when they had comprised 70 percent ofthe visitors at the exposition. Archer (1984) 
further criticised the study on the basis that this was a ratio multiplier which showed 
total income generated as a ratio of the direct local income generated. Since ratio 
multipliers are misleading in terms of multipUer impacts of income generated. Archer 
suggests that ratio muhipliers generally should not be used for tourism impact 
studies." 
Results of muhiplier analysis where not all the leakages are included in the model can 
have important implications for policy analysis. The English Tourist Board for 
example, in their 1979 study of the impact of tourism expenditure in Woodspring 
derived tourism multipliers with higher values than would have been the case if 
leakages had been more rigorously specified. For this study where the 
accommodation sector was considered all profits and rents were assumed to remain in 
' ' Levitt and Gulati, 1970; Bryden and Faber 1971. 
" see Archer 1984, pp. 517-518. 
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78 the local economy with all income accming to local Woodspring residents. 
Leakages for imports were not considered in the analysis and would have reduced the 
multiplier values for this study. 
If the multiplier models are properly specified, Wanhill (1983) argues, then muhiplier 
analysis can offer useful insights into the impact of tourism activity, especially for 
short-mn analyses. It is input-output analysis with its ability to trace all the 
interindustry linkages in the economy that provides the most comprehensive tool 
available for measuring tourism impacts. 
The ad hoc Keynesian type model was the only one of the three developed specifically 
for tourism impacts. However, where data sources are not limited, and by carefully 
estimating tourist expenditure, the input-output method provides a more 
comprehensive approach to measuring tourism impacts. In both cases, multipliers can 
be developed for each type of tourist, tourist activity or type of accommodation to 
compare secondary and total impact of various types of tourism. 
The weaknesses of the economic base approach has limited its usefulness in tourism 
studies. The economic base model treats all sources of export purchases as having the 
same impact and does not distinguish the singular effects the tourism expenditures 
will have on the regional economy. This makes it inferior to the other two 
approaches. (Frechtling 1987, p.348-349) 
Ratio and normal multipliers for output, employment eamings and other income, and 
taxes, are produced more consistently by the input-output approach. It allows 
' English Tourist Board, 1979. 
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explicitly for the development of secondary impact estimates consistent with the 
primary impact estimates. The economic base model can produce consistent estimates 
if the output, employment and eamings data are consistent with one another. If, as is 
usually the case, the data are developed from different sources with different industry 
classifications, the multipliers will not be mutually consistent. The ad hoc approach is 
specifically designed to estimate income multipliers for regions. Additional 
theoretical work would be required for these models to provide output and 
employment multipliers. 
The economic base model assumes that all economic growth in an area results from 
export sales. Since economic growth is possible from intemal sources as well, such as 
through greater demand for local products from tax reductions for residents or through 
changes in consumption pattems, this approach tends to overestimate the impact of 
export sales, such as visitor purchases. In addition, the export base approach assumes 
all injections of demand from outside the area have the same impact, regardless of 
types of tourist expenditure. But it is clear that a tourist dollar spent on petrol in an 
area will produce less secondary impact than a visitor dollar spent on a restaurant 
meal, since the latter has far higher labour and other local-origin content. 
The ad hoc model requires a great deal of input data developed through surveys of 
consumers and business operators. The input data may not be accurate, producing 
misleading results. The ad hoc model must be constmcted from the ground up for 
each area studied, and should be done by researchers well versed in economic theory 
and economic survey sampling in order to yield consistent results. 
Propst et al (1985) sums up the situation for non- input-output methods and conclude, 
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.. "short cut methods (methods other than input-output analysis) are 
appropriate only when the expertise or resources (i.e. computer and 
access to an input-output model) for performing an input-output 
analysis are not available" (Propst et.al 1985, p.61). 
Propst et al 1985, provided an assessment of methods for measuring the secondary 
impacts of recreafion and tourism for the U.S. Forest Service, and finally concluded 
that input-output analysis represented, 
.. "the most rigorous, accurate method of economic impact analysis and 
further, that input-output (I/O) analysis gives the most complete 
picture of the sophisticated interactions in an economy and they 
accurately provide much of the information requested by 
decisionmakers (impacts on income, jobs etc.) (Propst et.al p. 6 1 / \79 
Input-output methods of economic analysis have been accepted as tools for economic 
planning since the 1950s and I960s.^° With respect to measuring tourism impacts, 
refinements to the methodology for developing the input-output coefficients and 
improvements in data collection processes have contributed (despite some of the 
limitations of the method) to ensuring the primary place of the input-output 
Several good studies on the impact of tourism using multiplier analysis can be found in Cleverdon, R., 1979, The 
Economic and Social Impact of International Tourism on Developing Countries Special Report No 60, Economist 
Intelligence Unit London, pp. 32-45; Mathieson, A. and Wall, G., 1982, Tourism: Economic, Physical and Social 
Impacts, Longman, Hariow, U.K. pp. 68-82; Murphy, P.E., 1985, Tourism: A Community Approach, Methuen, 
New York, pp. 90-99; Archer, B. H. 1989, "Tourism and Island Economies: Impact Analyses", in: Cooper, C.P., 
(ea.) Progress in Tourism, Recreation and Hospitality Management, Belhaven Press, London. 
oee tor example Leontief 1966 who was a pioneer in the development of input-output analysis, with his production 
of input-output tables for the US economy. Leontief, W. 1966, Input-Output Economics, Oxford University Press, 
Oxford, UK 
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methodology in the measurement of the impact of tourism activity on regional 
economies. 
Clearly, the results of economic impact analyses based on input-output techniques are, 
of course, subject to the well documented limitations of the methodology of input-
output analysis. 
The next section discusses the development of general equilibrium models to measure 
the economic impact of tourism activities. 
2.7 Computable General Equilibrium Models, Econometric 
Models and Tourism 
Attempts at overcoming some ofthe limitations of input-output models particularly in 
its ability to deal with the effects of changes in economic policy at the national level 
resulted in the development of Computable General Equilibrium Models. Early 
Computable General Equilibrium (CGE) Models were developed as planning and 
forecasting models which were developed around an input-output matrix of the 
national economy. These models were designed to produce a complete system of 
nafional accounts based on certain initial assumptions about the level of final 
consumption in a particular year, the future rate of growth of each category of 
consumpfion, the size ofthe labour force, the wage rate, and the efficient allocafion of 
resources. 
The economic system is represented by a set of equations which describe the 
functioning of the economy. These are either technical (production functions etc.) or 
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behavioural (consumption/income relationships etc.). The relationships are projected 
into the future and allowed to adapt to changing parameters. The computer solution to 
the model is iterative, enabling each part of the economic system to be brought 
gradually into balance with the rest, so that no impossibilities or contradictions 
remain. The main purpose of these models is to examine the stmcture of the whole 
economy and to estimate the impact of any particular policy change on the various 
components ofthe model. 
Thus, CGE models have been developed then to quantify the implications of sectoral 
interdependencies and to measure effects of economic shocks on particular features 
represented in the equations and on the economy as a whole. Although CGE models 
have proved popular at the national level, the focus here is on the Australian 
experience, particularly with the ORANI Computable General Equilibrium Model 
developed for the Australian economy by Dixon, Parmenter Sutton and Vincent 
(1982). The ORANI model has been included here because the model has been used 
to measure the economic impact of tourism as well as to develop projections of 
tourism acfivity in the State of New South Wales.^' 
2.7.1 Computable General Equilibrium Models - ORANI (1982) 
Dixon and Parmenter (et al) 1982, describe the development ofthe ORANI general 
equilibrium model for the Australian economy as, 
See Adams, P.D. and Parmenter, B.R., 1989,"The Medium Term Significance of Tourism for the New South 
Wales Economy", in The Economic Impacts of Tourism, Report for the New South Wales Tourist Commission, 
Institute of Applied Economic and Social Research, University of Melboume; and Adams, P.D. and Parmenter, 
B.R. 1991, The Medium-Term Significance of International Tourism for the Australian Economy, prepared for the 
Bureau of Tourism Research, Canberra. 
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ORANI is a computable general equilibrium model developed for the 
Australian economy. It was designed to investigate the effects of 
changes in a wide variety of economic variables in the Australian 
economy.^' Its attractiveness lies in its potential to quantify the 
implications of sectoral interdependencies and to provide an analysis 
of economy wide effects of economic shocks both for the economy as a 
whole as well as on particular sectors in the economy (Dixon et al. 
1982, p.4.) 
The ORANI model is essentially a disaggregated model of the Australian economy. 
Although the model is essentially for application at the national level, results of 
applications can be reported at the State level as well. For Australia as a whole, data 
is apportioned to the six Australian states and a set of commodity-balance equations 
are used to solve for the production of regional outputs of local goods." 
Disaggregation of ORANI resuhs to the State level uses a modified LMPST method.'' 
In the ORANI model Johansen's linearized solution system was interpreted as a 
system of first-order differential equations giving the rates of change in the 
endogenous variables as functions of the rates of change in the exogenous variables. 
The system of differential equations could be then solved by conventional numerical 
integrations techniques. 
In addition to the usual output, employment and price variables. 
The model for regional disaggregation derived its rationale from the work of Leontief and Strout, 1963. 
This is the method pioneered by Leontief, Morgan, Polenske, Simpson and Tower (1965). 
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An advantage of ORANI is that, unlike input-output analysis which assumes single 
product industries, ORANI allows the incorporation of muhi-product industries. 
Econometric estimates of the transformation elasticities are derived which then 
describe the possibilifies for switching production between products in response to 
changes in relative prices. This was useful when dealing with the agricultural sector 
where output produced related to more than a single industry. 
2.7.2 ORANI-F (1988) 
ORANI-F (Parmenter, 1988)'* was developed as a forecasfing version of ORANI to 
allow some dynamics into the static ORANI framework. It is included here because 
of its use in measuring the contribution of intemational tourism to the Australian 
economy. Applications of ORANI-F compare the projection for the state of the 
economy at some fiiture point in time (typically 5-6 years ahead) with its state in the 
base year. Results are presented in the form of forecasts ofthe average annual growth 
rates of the endogenous variables over the specified period of time. ORANI-F, 
however, is not a full intertemporal model. It is a single period model which, instead 
of as in ORANI where the period is typically a calendar year, in ORANI-F the period 
is the interval of time between the base year and the forecast year.'" It is designed to 
project average annual growth rates of macroeconomic and stmctural variables over 
ORANI-F is the forecasting version ofthe ORANI multi-sectoral model ofthe Australian economy developed 
by the Institute of Applied Economic and Social Research (lAESR) 
The period referred to here is the interval of time to which simulation results refer. It should not be confused 
with the length of run (i.e. the time that elapses between the injection of a shock and the consequent new 
equilibrium (see Malakellis, 1992, p.2). 
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the medium to long-term.'" Outside of the model a detailed scenario (or economic 
environment) is compiled about likely developments through the projection period in 
variables which are exogenous for the forecasting simulations. These are variables 
whose values are not determined within the model, but which play a role in the 
determinafion of the values of the variables which are so determined (i.e. the 
endogenous variables). The exogenous variables typically include policy variables 
(e.g. the public sector borrowing requirements), variables goveming conditions in the 
rest of the world (e.g. world interest rates) and variables associated with labour and 
capital markets (e.g. aggregate employment and the rate of technical change). 
2.7.2.1 ORANI-F: International Tourism -Australia (1991) 
The Bureau of Tourism Research commissioned the Institute of Applied Economic 
and Social Research to undertake a study into medium-term significance of 
intemafional tourism for the Australian economy using the methodology developed in 
ORANI-F''. The model was used in a number of tourism related analyses" and with 
the growth of tourism as a significant sector in the Australian economy over recent 
years, the ORANI-F model was used as a forecasting tool applied to tourism'"'. Its 
application to the tourism industry allowed consideration of supply side constraints 
The modifications to ORANI required to implement ORANl-F are described in Parmenter (1988). 
'Adams, P.D. and Parmenter, B.R. 1991, The Medium-Term Significance of International Tourism for the 
Australian Economy, prepared for the Bureau of Tourism Research, Canberra. 
'See for example Parmenter and Adams (1989). 
'" See for example Parmenter, B.R. and Adams, P.D., 1989, "Economic Prospects: 1988-89 to 1994-95, Institute 
of Applied Economic and Social Research Working paper. No. 5, 1989, Institute of Applied Economic and 
Social Research, University of Melboume; Adams, P.D. and Parmenter, B.R., 1989,"The Medium Term 
Significance of Tourism for the New South Wales Economy", in The Economic Impacts of Tourism, Report for 
the New South Wales Tourist Commission, Institute of Applied Economic and Social Research, University of 
Melbourne; and Adams, P.D. and Parmenter, B.R. 1991, The Medium-Term Significance of International 
'ourism for the Australian Economy, prepared for the Bureau of Tourism Research, Canberra. 
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which affect tourism to be included in the model. It also incorporated an active price 
mechanism and specification of how balance of payments and public sector 
constraints are to be modeled. It also allowed for detailed inter-industry analysis at 
the national level. (Adams and Parmenter, 1991) 
The use of the ORANI-F model overcomes some of the limitations of the input-output 
model which assumes there are no supply-side constraints in the economy, and that 
spare capacity exists in all sectors of the economy. Input-output analysis thus, takes 
no consideration of the "crowding out" effecf' of the growth in the tourism industry 
on other sectors ofthe economy (Adams and Parmenter, 1991, p. 7). 
The application to tourism was to provide tourism industry projections for the period 
1988-89 to 1994-95; and for 1994-95 to 2000-2001. The aim ofthe study was an 
attempt to evaluate the net benefits of inbound tourism growth for Australia. A brief 
summary of the results are included here.''^ The results indicated the effects of the 
projected growth in tourism visitors did not necessarily improve the balance of trade 
in the medium term. It was found that with the supply side of the economy relatively 
inflexible, expansion of tourism would tend to expand domestic demand more rapidly 
than output, causing a deterioration in the trade balance. Only when it was assumed 
that govemment fiscal policy adjusts to ensure that the tourism-induced growth in 
This crowding out suggests that investment takes place in the tourism industry at the expense of other industrial 
sectors of the economy. It could be argued, however, that since investment decisions are generally made in 
terms ofthe retums to investment, such decisions would suggest that investors consider tourism investment to 
be less risky and more profitable than other forms of capital investment. 
For a detailed description of the results of the ORANI-F forecasts of the impact on the Australian economy of 
an additional ten per cent per annum growth in the number of intemational tourists during the period 1988-89 
to 1994-95 and for the period 1994-95 to 2000-2001 see Adams and Parmenter 1991, pp. 29-35. 
Page 97 
Chapter 2 Literature Review 
investment is matched by an increase in domestic (as opposed to foreign) saving, did a 
medium term improvement in the balance of trade emerge. 
It was also found that the increased rate of growth in tourism shifted the composition 
of the economy towards the relatively labour intensive tourism industry. Further, 
despite an increase in the relative price of labour, the growth rate of the aggregate 
capital stock fell marginally. With both the growth rate of employment and the rate of 
technical change held exogenously constant, only a small decrease in real GDP was 
generated."(Adams and Parmenter, 1991, p.27). Despite the deterioration in the trade 
account, the stimulus to tourism helped to reduce the debt/GDP ratio at the end of the 
first projection period. Summarising briefly, the projections exhibited broad 
characterisfics of the constmction phase of a tourism boom. Real investment (and 
total absorption) grew considerably faster than real GDP and the share of the balance 
of trade in total output declined. Overall, there was a growth in real investment, a 
contraction in traditional export volumes and substitution towards imports. Industries 
most dependent on intemational tourism had above average growth prospects. These 
included, air transport, communication, entertainment, leisure, restaurant and hotels, 
and aircraft. Industries in the agricultural and mining sectors tended to show negative 
growth prospects. Industries which had only a small proportion of their sales to 
overseas tourists found their sales were affected by the real exchange rate appreciation 
which caused a deterioration in their overseas competitiveness and output fell. For 
example, road and rail transport, despite an increase in demand from tourism, faced a 
The stimulus to aggregate public investment is greater than that to aggregate private investment because of the 
relatively heavy weight in public investment of tourism-related industries and the relatively light weight of 
traditional exporting industries. 
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decline in sales because the bulk of sales were to the agricultural and mining 
industries which were adversely affected by the growth in tourism. (Adams and 
Parmenter, 1991)'' 
2.7.2.2 Limitations ofthe ORANI Model 
Since the ORANI model is essentially a national model based on national data it is 
unsuitable for analysing the effects of policy changes originating at the State level. 
Since the regional location of output changes for industries classified as national is 
fixed by an (arbitrary) exogenous assumption, overcoming this limitation would 
require the main model to be modified to include data on the separate regional 
components of national industries, with its own technology, sales pattem, substitution 
parameters etc. as appropriate for the States. It would then be possible for responses 
of regional components ofthe industry to national policy changes to be endogenously 
determined and the State components could also be shocked individually to reflect 
State policy changes (Dixon et al. 1982, p.276). 
Crificisms of the ORANI model in general have been numerous especially with 
respect to the uncertainty regarding important parameters. These include (a) the 
capital-labour substitution elasticities; (b) the lack of statistical validation of model 
results and the absence of any explicit dynamic adjustment mechanisms; and (c) the 
difficulfies in mounfing convincing long-mn simulations. Despite the obvious 
ORANI has undergone continuous modification since it was first applied. Revisions have generally been of a 
minor nature with appropriate changes being made to the input-output or elasticities files and rerunning the 
programs to form the A-matrix. More complex changes involving the addition of columns or rows result in an 
expansion ofthe A-matrix without a complete rewriting ofthe solution algorithms (Dixon et al. 1982, p.50). 
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hmitafions ofthe model" and the numerous crificisms ofthe model, ORANI has been 
used extensively to measure the impact of various national policy changes such as 
changes in tariffs, taxes and subsidies on imports, exports, production and sales."^ ^ 
The policy applications ofthe ORANI Model have been extensive'^ and modifications 
to the model have continued". 
2.7.3 Queensland State Model (1990) 
The Queensland State Treasury Department commissioned the development of a 
comprehensive model ofthe Queensland economy in 1988'^ known as the Queensland 
State Model or QSM. Essentially the QSM is a forecasting model which is stmctured 
in four main modules. 
Crossman and Ramm, 1990 developed a sub-model of the Queensland State model to 
incorporate tourism activity as a component in the Queensland economy and some of 
the main features are outlined here. 
The QSM (Queensland State Model) is essentially a forecasting model designed to 
model the Queensland economy. QSM is a K-K model which is stmctured in four 
main modules. The first is a small national macro-econometric sub-model 
(AUSMODEL), the second is a Queensland specific macro-econometric sub-model 
''See Freebaim (1980). 
For example ORANI projections on the impact of tariff reform indicated that such reform would not lead to 
unmanageable large scale adjustment problems in the short-run and would result in long term benefits for the 
nation as a whole (Dixon et. al. 1980, p.345). 
' see Powell and Lawson, 1989, for a partial survey. 
The standard ORANI as described by Dixon, Parmenter, Sutton and Vincent, 1982, was extended by Codsi, 
Horridge and Pearson, 1988. 
'This was outlined in the 1988 State Budget Paper "The Queensland Economy". 
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(QLDMODEL), the third is the Queensland Govemment forward estimates sub-model 
(FEM), and the fourth is a sub-model of the state tourism and accommodation 
industry (TOURISM) which is attached to the Queensland sub-model. 
The TOURISM sub-model developed by Crossman and Ramm, 1990'°°, was an 
attempt to develop an econometric model within a dynamic non-linear simultaneous 
equations framework, of the demand for, and the supply of, tourist related goods and 
services in Queensland. The model contained elements of the tourism industry 
including accommodation infrastmcture, the visitor demand stmcture, and the tourism 
macroeconomy. 
The model incorporates tourism as a component of Private Final Consumption 
Expenditure (PFCE) in the national accounting framework. PFCE is estimated for 
Australia by the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) by State. The Queensland 
PFCE as measured by the ABS was equal to intemal consumption expenditure plus 
sales to foreigners and to interstate visitors in the domestic territory of Queensland. 
To incorporate tourism as a component in the model, the published PFCE for 
Queensland was disaggregated into four components: (1) tourism consumption, or 
expenditure on accommodation etc. by Queenslanders in Queensland (this only 
included those purchases made by intrastate tourists); (2) intemal non-tourism 
consumption expenditure (i.e. expenditure by Queenslanders on non-tourism goods 
and services in Queensland); (3) interstate exports of tourism, or expenditure on 
accommodation etc. by interstate visitors in Queensland;(4) consumption expenditure 
abroad by Queenslanders. At the time of wrifing the model has produced simulations 
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only and difficulties with the model's specification have limited its practical 
usefulness to date. Work on the model is continuing. 
Crossman, P. and Ramm, C, 1990, A Preliminary Model of Tourism Activity in Queensland, Paper presented 
at the 19th Conference of Economists, Sydney, September. 
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Chapter 3 
3 Research Design - RETA-Q Data Design 
3.1 Introduction 
This chapter begins with a brief introduction to establish the need for a Queensland 
regional tourism activity database.' The next section identifies the currently available 
published statistics for tourism activity in Queensland. This is followed with details of 
the shortcomings of existing data collections and a description of the construction phase 
of the RETA-Q database . This development phase begins with a brief discussion 
relafing to definition difficulfies. The database itself is then described. The process of 
constmction of the database is described and examples provided of the functional 
aspects of the database. Finally, the chapter concludes with comments as to the data 
hmitafions and fiiture developments with respect to the RETA-Q. 
3.2 Need for a Queensland Regional Tourism Activity 
Database 
Planning and management of tourism depends on the availability of high quality 
information for the tourism industry and govemment. Information on tourism travel 
demand, length of stay, expenditure, destinations and origins of tourists and so on, are 
vital for planning and investment decision purposes. Issues of equitable treatment of the 
tourism sector in relation to taxation impacts, access to infrastmcture financing and 
environmental impacts have highlighted the need for better measures of tourism's 
significance to the economy. 
Identified by the author as RETA-Q and detailed in this current chapter. 
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However, viewed from a traditional standpoint tourism is not generally considered an 
industry. Tourism is a demand side acfivity, defined in terms of the activifies of a 
particular type of consumer. It involves the purchase (or consumption) by visitors to an 
area, of commodifies and/or services supplied in that locality. It is not confined to 
particular commodifies or to particular supply-side economic activities. Industries, on 
the other hand, are identified as businesses undertaking similar economic activities. 
The result has been that although tourism activity clearly contributes significantly to 
economic growth, and there is increasing recognition ofthe importance ofthe economic 
acfivity that flows from it, there is no official measurement of its contribution and role 
in the economy. Furthermore, it is not included as a standard industrial classification in 
the National Accounts.'^  
The tourism industry presents particular difficulties with its classificafion in published 
statistical accounts because of the nature of the industry. The output of the service 
sector (transport systems, retail and wholesale distribution, hotels, restaurants, bars, 
banks, etc.), which forms the bulk of the supply side for tourism, is not easily defined. 
Consumer participation is necessary before any "observed" output takes place. The 
supply side of tourism is also difficult to measure because the industry is complicated 
due to the difficulty of developing stable technological production functions. How 
much of the production of any restaurant meal, for example can be reasonably 
apportioned to tourism? This compounds the difficulties associated with using tourism 
The acronym RETA-Q was devised to simplify identification of the Queensland database of regional tourism 
activity. It is expected that one future development would be regional tourism activity data collections - RETA-? 
for the other states in Australia. 
As of March 1995, the Australian Bureau of Statistics is in the process of developing a coding system to include 
Tourism Activities in the Australian and New Zealand Standard Industrial Classification (ANZSIC). These moves 
cleariy acknowledge the importance of tourism to the Australian economy. The Australian equivalent of the 
SICTA classification ibid, is the Australian Standard of Tourist Industry Classification or ASTIC. 
Although attracting considerable attention in the published literature no simple cost-effective method of developing 
tourism production functions has yet been developed and it will not be treated in depth in this thesis, (see 
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data in standard economic analyses^. The result has been that in many instances the 
inability to define the output has resulted in an understatement of the significance of 
tourism in the economic stmcture of an economy. Furthermore, the tourism industry 
has been beset with inconsistencies due to definifion and standardisation problems. 
Definitions of what constitutes tourist acfivity as well as problems with data collected 
on differing standards have been among the major stumbling blocks to recognition of 
tourism as an activity in the standard industrial classification in the National Accounts. 
It is not altogether surprising then, that despite the rhetoric, formal recognition of the 
development of tourism as a major economic activity contributing to economic growth 
has been slow. 
The problems with statistics relating to tourism activity in Queensland are largely that 
since no classification for tourism as an economic activity currently exists in the 
National Accounts of Australia, there is no standard for collection, assimilation, 
description and analysis of tourism data for Queensland nor for the regions of 
Queensland. This is tme for Australia as a whole as well as for the State of 
Queensland. There is, however, some reasonably reliable statistical data relating to 
tourism acfivity at the national level albeit by differing organisations for a variety of 
purposes. Data relating to Queensland collected at the national level include the four 
core national tourism data collections: 
• Survey of Tourist Accommodafion (Australian Bureau of Statistics); 
Australian Bureau of Statistics, Development of Australian Tourism Satellite Accounts, A Discussion paper. 
Transport and Tourism Program, ABS Canberra, March, 1995.) 
Input-output analysis, for example, relies on stable production functions in order to develop input-output tables for 
impact analysis. 
The main inconsistencies have been with respect to length of time away from home as well as distance from one's 
normal place of residence. This varies from one data collection to another. 
Standards for defining tourism vary according to a range of criteria. For example, a tourist might be classified in 
terms ofthe purpose of visit, which in some instances would include educational or health purposes and in other 
instances these would be excluded from the definition. 
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• Overseas Arrivals and Departures (Australian Bureau of Statistics); 
• Intemafional Visitor Survey (Bureau of Tourism Research); 
• Domesfic Tourism Monitor (Bureau of Tourism Research). 
In Queensland these collections are augmented by the Queensland Visitor Survey, 
which is a State survey of visitors staying in commercial accommodation . Additional 
data on airline passenger movements through Queensland airports is available through 
AVSTATS, compiled by the Department of Transport and Communication, the Federal 
Airports Corporation (FAC) and Caims Port Authority (CPA). 
These core collections are supplemented by occasional surveys for benchmarking 
purposes, e.g. 
• Domesfic Tourism Expenditure Survey (DTES) last surveyed in 1992 by the Bureau 
of Tourism Research; 
• Surveys on individual tourism sectors, e.g. Tourist Attracfions 1986-87; and 
Amusement and Theme Parks 1991-92 (Australian Bureau of Statistics); 
• Daytripper Survey and Visiting Friends and Relatives Survey in 1990 (Queensland 
Tourist and Travel Corporation). 
In addifion, a number of independent surveys are conducted at the state and sub-state 
level that further enhance current knowledge of the tourism industry in Queensland. 
These collections are gathered for academic and/or research purposes and include the 
commercial collections of the private sector and other stakeholders in the tourism 
industry.^  
In addition to the statistics collected other research has been undertaken including: 
• Profiles of source markets; 
Commissioned by the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation (QTTC). 
For example Horwarth & Horwath consultants collect statistics on the accommodation sector. 
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• Attitudinal behavioural research on specific market segments; 
• The social and environmental impacts of tourism; 
• The contribution of tourism to national and state economies and to govemment 
revenues at all levels; 
• Intelligence on competitive destinafions. 
Turning now to problems with data collections in Queensland, data is collected from a 
variety of sources for a range of purposes, but data classified into forms appropriate for 
standard economic analyses has been slow to develop. Tourism statistics are collected 
by national agencies for a number of designated regions in Australia, but these are 
limited to only a few ofthe more important regions. For example, Queensland regional 
data relating to intemational visitors indicate region of stay for only four regions, 
namely, Brisbane, Gold Coast, Great Barrier Reef and the total of the State.'° 
Obviously, intemational visitors visit more than these few areas in the State. Thus, it 
would be useful to develop a survey which produced information at the sub-state (or 
regional) level which was more comprehensive than the current national publication on 
intemational visitors. The Domestic Tourism Monitor (DTM), on the other hand, 
produces data which relate to domestic travel at the sub-state level." This data is 
collected on different survey criteria from the International Visitor Survey (IVS) and is 
also related to different categories of data. 
The lack of region specific data emanating from the national level has encouraged the 
development of independent surveys of tourism activities. In Queensland, as previously 
The International Visitor Survey (IVS), published by the Bureau of Tourism Research, provides data relating to 
intemational visitors at the so-called "regional" level. For example, the Queensland sub-state "regions" are 
mentioned above. For New South Wales, only the Sydney region followed by total New South Wales are cited in 
the publication ofthe Bureau of Tourism Research International Visitor Survey, various years, published annually. 
The Bureau of Tourism Research, Domestic Tourism Monitor This is published monthly and annually. 
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menfioned, there are a number of agencies (both public and private'^) involved in the 
coUecfion and disseminafion of tourism data. These collecfions provide a range of 
stafisfics on the tourism industry. However, the surveys on which these collections are 
based are designed for specific purposes and have particular end users in mind. For 
users of a wide range of tourism industry statisfical information including governments, 
consuhants, academics and tourism operators, one of the major difficulfies in 
Queensland is not only in finding out what information is available and how to access 
it, but also how to interpret the data that does exist.'^ To date, no comprehensive data 
set exists relating to tourism statistics for the regions of Queensland which 
amalgamates the disparate existing collections into a single database that is consistent 
and covers a wide range of information for various users of tourism statistics. 
3.2.1 Inconsistencies in Tourism Core Data Collections 
Comparisons between the major core tourism data collections for the State and regions 
of Queensland are shown in Table 3.2-1, Table 3.2-2 and Table 3.2-3 below. These 
illustrate the major inconsistencies for the regions in Queensland with respect to the 
data collected for the same time period for the same regions pertaining to the same type 
of visitor characteristics. The Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS), the most 
comprehensive data collection at the regional level in Queensland is used as the base 
standard and the Intemational Visitor Survey (IVS) added together with the Domestic 
Tourism Monitor (DTM) is compared with the QVS for each region and the state as a 
whole. The IVS data (providing only intemational visitor information) was combined 
with the Domestic Tourism Monitor data (relating only to domestic visitors) so that 
For example, National Centre for Studies in Travel and Tourism, Horwarth & Horwath, Queensland Tourist and 
Travel Corporation, Roy Morgan Research Company. 
Shortcomings of existing collections will be detailed in a later section. 
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each of the core collections could be compared for the same visitor characteristics. 
These were also compared with data from The Survey of Travel Accommodation 
(STA) another source of regional tourism data for Queensland. This was then also 
compared with the QVS data for each region for the periods 1988, 1989, and 1990. 
The comparative tables (Table 3.2-1, Table 3.2-2 and Table 3.2-3) highhght the 
difficuhies faced when constmcting a set of tourism data that is consistent both within a 
region and for a particular category of data. This can be illustrated by a comparative 
examinafion ofthe Queensland Visitor Survey data and the aggregation ofthe Domestic 
Tourism Monitor data with Intemational Visitor Survey Data. For example. Table 
3.2-1 shows that the Gold Coast region's visitor nights, as measured by the Intemational 
Visitor Survey and the Domestic Tourism Monitor together for the number of nights in 
Hotel/motel with facilities accommodation category, yielded a 49 percent 
overestimation for the period given the QVS as providing the base level. This contrasts 
with the figures for rented units which resulted in a 45 percent underestimation for the 
same period and the same category of expenditure, again given the QVS providing the 
base level. The difficulties with using a particular data set are compounded when 
looking at data from year to year. There appears to be no consistent pattem to the order 
of the data. In the same table, for example, when comparing two regions, the data for 
the Sunshine Coast region for the 1988 period, compared with the data for the Wide 
Bay Bumett region for the same category namely, hotel/motel with facilities, shows an 
underestimation of 11 % for Sunshine Coast, compared with a 21 percent overestimation 
for the Wide Bay Bumett region''*. Table 3.2-2 shows similar findings for Northem and 
Far North Queensland regions. For the 1990 period the IVS+DTM figures are above 
the QVS figures by 46 percent for Far North yet underestimated for the Northem region 
14 T-ii 
That is, each region's data is compared with the QVS data as a benchmark for each category of data. 
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by 26 percent for the same category of expenditure. Further, the STA figures for the 
same period and region also underestimate the figures for Northem by a small 
percentage (1 percent) yet for the Far North region the figures are overestimated by 18 
percent by the STA. Table 3.2-3 shows the comparative resuhs for Total Queensland 
where significant discrepancies are evidenced for Hostel/private hotel for IVS+DTM 
compared with the base for QVS data. 
Hence results firom these surveys alone should be treated with caution because the data 
collections themselves are based on different criteria. 
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Table 3 2-1 Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and Q 
Survey, Region and 
GOLD COAST 
QVS 
IVS + DTM^^ 
STA 
BRISBANE 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
SUNSHINE COAST 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Accommodation. 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
QVS Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
VSdata(GC. SC, BR, and WBB)'^ 
1988 
('000s) Compared 
with QVS 
3,790 
6,659 
1,052 
4,495 
4,304 
1,486 
3,738 
5,995 
2,654 
500 
864 
4,845 
1,938 
2,082 
2,711 
359 
904 
3,093 
1,331 
803 
1,907 
2,011 
767 
2,581 
555 
466 
1,097 
684 
417 
1280 
670 
334 
100% 
100% 
100% 
119% 
65% 
141% 
99% 
90% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
183% 
388% 
241% 
102% 
72% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
89% 
62% 
151% 
85% 
83% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
123% 
89% 
117% 
121% 
72% 
Visitor Nights ('000s) 
1989 
('000s) Compared 
with QVS 
2,594 
5,549 
979 
3,246 
2,973 
775 
2,798 
4,831 
1,899 
279 
781 
2,090 
1,616 
854 
1,811 
262 
982 
2,127 
1,343 
699 
1,609 
828 
717 
2,373 
709 
317 
1,379 
611 
321 
1,369 
691 
314 
100% 
100% 
100% 
125% 
54% 
79% 
108% 
87% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
110% 
579% 
109% 
95% 
94% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
71% 
76% 
62% 
73% 
112% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
86% 
101% 
99% 
97% 
99% 
1990 
( '000s) ComparecJ 
with QVS^^ 
2,634 
5,988 
758 
3,913 
3,317 
633 
2,798 
4,694 
1,809 
448 
757 
2,731 
1,597 
697 
1800 
294 
660 
2758 
1605 
1279 
1788 
1473 
770 
2237 
666 
515 
1401 
946 
402 
1496 
693 
302 
100% 
100% 
100% 
149% 
55% 
84% 
106% 
78% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
151% 
356% 
92% 
100% 
66% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
194% 
65% 
92% 
117% 
81% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
142% 
78% 
107% 
104% 
59% 
' Source: Queensland Visitor Surveys and Major Survey Research Program (issues 1988, 1989, 1990); DTM 
(Domestic Tourism Monitor and Intemational Visitor Surveys (1988, 1989, 1990); Kinhill Cameron McNamara, 
1994, Issue Paper No. 2 Research and Statistics Queensland; Queensland Tourism Strategy Draft Paper, 
Department of Tourism, Sport and Racing, September, ^.lA-ld. 
' QVS data is used as the base values of 100% and variations between IVS+DTM and QVS 
DTM data covering domesric visitors and IVS data covering intemational visitors were added to ensure 
compatibility between the three data collections covering both domestic and intemational visitors. 
Page 111 
Chapter 3 Research Design - RETA-Q Data Design 
Table 3.2-2 Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data (FY,MK,NO,ENQ) 18 
Survey, Region 
FITZROY 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
and Accommodation. 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
MACKAY AND WHITSUNDAY ISLANDS 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
NORTHERN 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1988 
('000s) Compared 
\ 
918 
105 
517 
665 
73 
703 
915 
64 
1,126 
257 
478 
1,035 
261 
331 
1,238 
110 
733 
154 
382 
861 
628 
786 
828 
141 
1,683 
535 
833 
2720 
297 
1956 
1987 
508 
wthQVS'" 
100% 
100% 
100% 
72% 
70% 
136% 
100% 
6 1 % 
100% 
100% 
100% 
92% 
102% 
69% 
110% 
43% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
117% 
408% 
206% 
113% 
92% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
162% 
56% 
235% 
118% 
95% 
Visitor Nights ('000) 
1989 
('000s) Compared 
912 
154 
512 
723 
72 
586 
953 
85 
1,204 
234 
440 
1,014 
157 
636 
1,244 
116 
933 
227 
287 
861 
261 
484 
844 
145 
2,056 
640 
924 
2235 
275 
1,331 
2017 
459 
with QVS 
100% 
100% 
100% 
79% 
47% 
114% 
104% 
55% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
84% 
67% 
145% 
103% 
50% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
92% 
115% 
169% 
90% 
64% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
109% 
43% 
144% 
98% 
72% 
1990 
COOOs) 
1,125 
85 
479 
826 
193 
818 
1,021 
90 
1,233 
354 
453 
1,146 
353 
365 
1322 
115 
860 
167 
557 
640 
177 
444 
853 
153 
1,908 
796 
949 
2781 
666 
1191 
2245 
516 
Compared 
with QVS 
100% 
100% 
100% 
73% 
227% 
171% 
9 1 % 
106% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
93% 
100% 
8 1 % 
107% 
32% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
74% 
106% 
80% 
99% 
92% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
146% 
84% 
126% 
118% 
65% 
Source: Queensland Visitor Surveys and Major Survey Research Program, issues 1988, 1989, 1990; (DTM) 
Domestic Tourism Monitor and International Visitor Surveys, 1988, 1989, 1990; Kinhill Cameron McNamara, 
1994, Issue Paper No. 2 Research and Statistics Queensland; Queensland Tourism Strategy Draft Paper, 
Department of Tourism, Sport and Racing, September, pp. 24-26. 
Note: QVS data is used as the base values of 100% and variations between IVS+DTM and QVS 
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Table 3.2-3 Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data for Queensland 
Survey, Re( gion and Accommodation. 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Hostel/private hotel 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Total 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Hostel/private hotel 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Total 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1 
1988 
COOOs) 
13,477 
3,369 
11,918 
7,388 
36,152 
17,302 
5,792 
9,872 
11,676 
44,643 
14,058 
10,374 
Compared 
with QVS'" 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
128% 
172% 
83% 
158% 
123% 
104% 
87% 
\/isitor Nights ('000) 
1989 
COOOs) Compared 
with QVS 
12,449 
1,878 
9,721 
7,585 
31,632 
12,542 
5,096 
7,371 
8,147 
33,156 
12,351 
8,816 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
101% 
2 7 1 % 
76% 
107% 
105% 
99% 
9 1 % 
1990 
COOOs) Compared 
with QVS 
12,110 
1,750 
11,269 
7,852 
32,981 
15342 
6,267 
8,774 
8,176 
39,559 
12,927 
8,680 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
127% 
358% 
78% 
104% 
120% 
107% 
77% 
For the DTM and IVS, it has been necessary to count Magnetic Island within Far North Queensland. 
More correctly, it should be included in Northern Queensland. 
Source: Queensland Visitor Surveys and Major Survey Research Program (issues 1988, 1989, 1990); 
DTM (Domestic Tourism Monitor and International Visitor Surveys (1988, 1989, 1990).; Kinhill Cameron 
McNamara, 1994, Issue Paper No. 2 Research and Statistics Queensland ; Queensland Tourism 
Strategy, Department of Tourism, Sport and Racing, September, p.24-26. 
3.2.2 Data Deficiencies 
The variations between the QVS, STA and the combined DTM+IVS can be traced to 
the fact that the survey data are based on different criteria. The QVS is conducted by 
the National Centre for Studies in Travel and Tourism Pty Ltd and Kinhill Cameron 
McNamara ' with interviews of approximately 12,000 people annually staying in 
commercial accommodation. The main questionnaires are administered through face-
to-face interviewing. For the Barrier Reef, Westem Queensland and most of the 
Brisbane hinterland questionnaires are mailed to managers/proprietors for distribution 
to sampled units. Mail questionnaires are also used for establishments located in areas, 
QVS data is used as the base values of 100% and variations between IVS+DTM and QVS 
'^ Since June 1993 AGB McNair Pty.Ltd conducted the QVS on behalf of the QTTC. 
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which, though they are part of the main survey region, are relatively distant from 
concentrafions of tourist accommodafion. Mailed questionnaires refer to approximately 
15 percent of sampling units outside South-East Queensland. Overall, the QVS 
provides reasonably reliable data given the nature of the survey base. However, the 
data for the smaller regions in Queensland must be treated with caution since survey 
limitations contribute to errors in the data. 
The Survey of Tourist Accommodation (STA) conducted by the ABS is is based on a 
sample from the Census of Accommodation covering houses, flats/units, caravan parks 
and hostels. The Census collects information relating to all paying guests fi^om 
information provided by each accommodation's management. The survey looks at 
overall occupancy rather than individual adults and provides details on number of 
establishments, number of guest rooms, number of bed spaces and occupancy rates. The 
Census includes data on takings from accommodation but excludes takings from meals, 
drinks, etc. The data is provided quarterly. 
The Overseas Arrivals and Departures (OAD) survey is conducted by the ABS and 
gathers data from all visitors travelling to and fi-om Australia via immigration card 
tabulations. OAD data provides information on length of stay, main purpose of 
journey, state or territory in which most time was spent, age group, country of 
residence, and state /territory of intended stay. 
Because of smaller sample sizes at the regional level, data collections (apart from the 
STA which is virtually a Census) are much less reliable than the data available for the 
larger regions. Some Regional Tourist Associations prepare their own regional tourism 
22 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1990/91, Executive Summaries Results of the Queensland Visitor 
Survey (QVS) - Commercial Accommodation. QTTC. 
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profiles^^. However, these profiles tend to be ad hoc snapshots and are not funded on a 
confinuing basis. Consequently they do not tend to get updated nor are they consistent 
in format. 
The DTM and IVS data have considerable limitations at the regional level. In the case 
ofthe DTM, "the problem of unreliable regional data could not be resolved in a cost 
effective manner with the current methodology" and in the case ofthe IVS, "increases 
in the sample size can achieve higher reliability at the local level, but at considerable 
cost..." (Jones, 1994)". 
Variations in regional boundaries is another contributing factor to inconsistent data 
collections. Tourist regions in the past have not always been based on ABS statistical 
divisions and it is useful to keep to that as much as possible for consistency with other 
data collections. The regional boundaries for the QVS were changed in 1989-90 to be 
compatible with ABS Stafisfical Divisions. 
3.3 RETA-Q Database 
It is the purpose of this part ofthe thesis to outhne the development of a comprehensive 
database for the State of Queensland and its regions. 
The database, which has been developed, has been given the nomenclature RETA-Q or 
REgional Tourism Activity - Queensland. This database has been derived from the 
currently available significant published statistics at the regional level for Queensland. 
This is a major contribution to the state of knowledge on tourism activity in 
Queensland. As tourism is increasingly becoming a leading sector in the economy. 
For example, a regional tourism strategy for the Capricorn region was prepared by Kinhill Cameron McNamara, 
1995, Capricorn Region Tourism Strategy, Draft for Discussion, April, Brisbane. 
24 f 
Jones, B., 1994, Tourism Research - A Public Sector Perspective,, Paper presented at the 10th Annual Australian 
Tourism Industry Association Conference, Adelaide, September. 
"ibid 
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more extensive and consistent data collections and research, including data analyses are 
required. Surveys have been carried out, data has been gathered, but no one central 
collection agency exists to enable an overview of the state of the tourism industry in 
Queensland to be evaluated. 
The RETA-Q database will allow not only access to region specific information, but 
comparisons between regions on a range of differing categories of information will be 
readily available. Further, the database provides the only comprehensive central 
facility for tourism data that exists in Queensland. It allows economic analyses of the 
economic contribution of the tourism industry to the state as a whole as well as for 
individual regions. Cross regional comparisons can be made with the outcome of these 
analyses and decisionmakers can base policy decisions on statistics that were 
previously unavailable within a comprehensive and complete database of tourism 
activity in Queensland. This database includes data not only on visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation, but also includes statistics relating to backpacker 
travellers, those visiting friends and relatives as well as daytripper information. It is 
clear then, that the development of such a database is an exciting addition to the 
individual data collections available for Queensland. 
3.4 Design of RETA-Q-Methodology 
This section describes the process of the RETA-Q database design. The over-riding 
principle followed during the development process of the RETA-Q database was 
always to provide convenient and comprehensive access to tourism information. 
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3.4.1 The Database Design Process 
The key to understanding the database design process lies in understanding the way a 
relational database system stores data. To provide tourism information, efficiently and 
accurately, a tourism database needs to have the information about different subjects 
stored in separate tables. For example, one table could be created that stores only 
informafion about visitor nights (see for example Table 3.4-1) and another that stores 
only informafion about visitor expenditures (see Table 3.4-2). 
Table 3.4-1 Visitor Nights ('000s) Gold Coast Region by Origin of Visitor 
REGION 
GC 
GC 
GC 
GC 
ORIGIN 
JAPAN 
U.S.A. 
S.E. ASIA 
CANADA 
TOTAL 
382 
89 
52 
45 
Table 3.4-2 Visitor Expenditure (S'OOOs) Gold Coast Region by Origin of Visitor 
REGION 
GC 
GC 
GC 
GC 
ORIGIN 
JAPAN 
U.S.A. 
CANADA 
S.E. ASIA 
TOTAL 
91,359.2 
15,617.9 
4,368.0 
3,745.8 
Figure 3.4.1-1 Tables for use in RETA-Q 
Visitor Nights 
Region Type of 
Accommodatioi 
Region Type of Transport used 
by Region 
Tables for visitor nights could include details such as the type of accommodation used. 
Other tables for visitor expenditures might detail the category of expenditure and 
idenfify the differences between regions of expenditure on accommodation or transport, 
etc. The tables illustrated in Table 3.4-1 and Table 3.4-2 can be finked to provide 
further detailed data as illustrated in Figure 3.4.1-I. This could be extended to any 
range of tables showing as much or as little detail as the analyst requires. 
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A commercial database program like Microsoft Access accesses the tables for the 
database by combining and presenting the tourism data in many different ways. For 
example, the output of a query may provide information that use data from tables for 
visitor nights and relates the output from that query to say, another query that relates to 
a table for visitor's expenditure or region or visit. The idea ofthe table format therefore 
is to enable relationships to be identified between various elements in the different 
tables. Each query may relate to a particular region and the output may be compared 
with a similar query for a different region This then allows the analyst to answer 
questions like, for example, "From which country do the majority of visitors to the 
Mackay region originate?" Another relating to expenditure might be, for example, 
"Which item in a visitor's budget visiting the Caims region (or the Barrier Reef) 
accounts for the bulk of the expenditure on average of visitors from Japan?" Clearly 
the range of questions that can be identified is enormous and relates to the purpose of 
the analysis. 
Tables for the RETA-Q were compiled which included the following information: 
Table 3.4-3 Data included in RETA-Q 
Accommodation by purpose by (%) Visitor Nights 
Accommodation by purpose by Expenditure Category 
Age Breakdown 
Region by Main Attraction to Region 
Backpacker Visitor Numbers by Region of Visit by Number of nights of 
visit 
Daytrippers by Region by Expenditure by Category of Expenditure 
Transport by purpose of visit by (%) 
Main Attraction to Queensland 
Occupation of Head of Household by percentage of group nights visited 
Package Tour visitors by region of visit by expenditure 
Visitors visiting Friends and Relatives by expenditure of visit 
Visitors visiting Friends and Relatives by main mode of transport during 
visit 
Number of visitor nights by region of visit by all visitors 
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These are the major tables. A large number of smaller tables have also been developed 
which idenfify single aspects ofthe larger tables. The RETA-Q database, together with 
(for example) the Queensland Regional Input-Output Tables developed by Jensen, 
West, and et.al. (1989) could then be used to answer further questions relafing to 
economic aspects of tourism activity in Queensland. These could include for example, 
the following: 
• The proportion of business activity resulting from tourism demand; 
• The value added ofthe industry sectors involved in tourism; 
• The importance of tourism demand to non-tourism industries; 
• The amount that GRP (Gross Regional Product) contributed directly and indirectly 
fi-om tourism demand; 
• The amount of tourism spending contributes to tax revenue; 
• The impact of a major event or "shock" on industry sectors involved in tourism and 
on the nafional economy.^'' 
The use of the database is not restricted, of course, to Input-Output Analysis. It could 
be used in a number of different models, for example. Computable General Equilibrium 
models, Input-Output Econometric models. Community Economic Analyses as well as 
the Input-Output Tables developed by the Queensland Govemment Statisticians Office 
referred to as the GSO tables^^ 
*^ West, G.R., Jensen, R.C, Cheeseman, W.E., Bayne, B.A., Robinson, J.J., Jancic, H., Garhart, R.E., 1989, 
Regional and Interregional Input-Output Tables for Queensland, 1985-86, Report to the Queensland Treasury 
Department, Department of Economics, University of Queensland. 
These are general questions as identified by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. RETA-Q data would need to be 
manipulated to extract answers to these. However, the actual questions any individual end user might want 
answered can take all kinds of permutations and combinations depending on the particular needs ofthe end user. 
*^ Govemment Statistician's Office, GSO Tables 1989-90. 
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Designing the tables to be incorporated in the database can be a complex process. The 
tables are dependent on the type of outcomes that the analyst desires from the database. 
These questions do not necessarily indicate the structure of the tables that would be 
required to be included in the database. When designing the tables it is important to 
concentrate on not duplicating information in particular tables and not duplicating 
informafion between tables. 
Keeping tables separate from each other makes it easier to update the information when 
later information becomes available. In this way updating the tables becomes a 
straightforward process as new data comes to hand. 
The third step in the design process was determination of the fields that were required 
in each table. Each category of information in a table is called a field and is displayed 
as a column in the table. For example in the table for Visitor Nights (Table 3.4-1) one 
field reflected Origin of Visitor and another field Region of Visit whilst a third 
indicates Total Number of Nights. It is necessary to relate each field directly to the 
subject of the table. Data availability and the ability to develop unique tables largely 
determine deciding which fields to include in each table. Although recognising that all 
the information that could possibly be needed is desirable to be included, there are a 
number of limitations that has resulted in some data not being included. For example, 
data on group nights which was available for some regions are not included in the table 
because it would have been difficult to develop relationships with other tables which 
are not dependent on calculated outcomes. Each ofthe fields in the tables are identified 
with the clearest possible terms and reflected unique values. 
In order for the database to connect information stored in separate tables, such as the 
connection of visitor nights with a region, each table in the database must include a 
field or set of fields that uniquely identifies each record in the table. Such a field or set 
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of fields is called a primary key. Thus for the table of visitor nights the primary key is 
region of visit, whilst for the table for expenditure data, the primary keys are region of 
vish, place of origin of visitor and purpose of visit. 
The idea of developing tables is that one breaks down the information one wants to 
keep in separate tables. It is then possible to find relationships through the database 
with the various elements in the different tables. 
Designing the database takes place in a number of steps. 
Stepl 
The first step involves deciding on the aim of the database and what it is meant to 
achieve. This will then determine the type of information required for the analysis. 
In developing the RETA-Q the aim was to develop a comprehensive relational database 
of tourism activity at the regional level in Queensland which could be cross tabulated in 
a number of various scenarios. The data in the database was also likely to be used in 
various economic analyses so that data which could be usefully incorporated with other 
frameworks was considered. 
Step 2 
This involved determining the format of separate tables for inclusion in the database. 
This was largely determined by data availability but also to some extent by the purpose 
of the database. For example tables on expenditure by region, visitor nights by region 
and origin of visitor were critical elements for tables in the database. These tables were 
chosen because they were representative for all regions and relationships between these 
elements and others in different regions could be determined. 
Step 3_ 
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This was the process of determining the fields that were required in each table. Each 
category of information in a table is called a field and is displayed as a column in the 
table. For example, in the table for Visitor Nights, one field would be origin of visitor 
and one field would be region of visit. 
Step 4 
This step involved deciding which relationships were important between the tables. 
That is, it was necessary to decide how the data in one table was related to the data in 
another table or tables. It was not necessary to limit this to comparisons between just 
two tables but a number of tables could be considered simultaneously. At this stage it 
became clear that some tables needed more fields added to them and in others whole 
new tables were developed. 
Steps 
This involved fine tuning the earlier steps in the process to make the database work. 
This could be viewed more or less as a process of finding the errors and devising ways 
of dealing with them. One major component of this stage was identifiying the 
significant gaps in the data and making judgments about ways of resolving the 
problems. 
Gradually the process was refined and as problems developed solutions were worked 
on. Initially the database had fields with quite a few blank records. It was then 
necessary to go back to the tables and try to find ways of filling the blanks. Table 3.4-4 
shows that for many regions data was missing for a numer of significant features of 
tourism data. Since the database would not mn with empty cells, it was necessary to 
derive data for these cells by various processes. For example, there was no data 
available relating to accommodation expenditure for the Balance of Moreton Region 
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(see Table 3.4-4). In order to fill these cells the number of beds in the region were 
obtained from the Australian Bureau of Stafistics Accommodation Statistics and then 
occupancy rates for the region were used to give an estimate of visitor nights for the 
region. This information was combined with proxy expenditure on accommodation 
data fi-om the Darling Downs region as being of similar format to the Balance of 
Moreton region. This data could be viewed as best estimates for the region. 
Where data was missing for Backpacker expenditure in various regions. Backpacker 
accommodation availability and occupancy rates were used to provide information at a 
regional level. Average expenditure details were obtained by referring to a Survey 
carried out by a Graduate Student at the University of Queensland for his Master's 
Degree . This research was able to give reasonable estimates of the kind of 
expenditure categories important for backpacker visitors and again regional expenditure 
variances were used as proxies for regional variations in backpacker expenditures. 
The Daytripper visitor information was obtained from the 1991 Survey of Daytripping 
carried out in 1991 by the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation'^^. This provided 
sufficient detail for estimates to be derived of Daytripper expenditures for each ofthe 
regions in Queensland. Where there were clearly no Daytrippers of significance in a 
region a zero entry was included in the cell in the database. 
"Velho, Amaro M., 1991, M.Bus.(Management) Thesis, QUT, November, (data collected by face to face 
survey in the Brisbane region.) 
A number of surveys were conducted: Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Survey of Daytripping by 
Queensland Residents, 1989 and 1990, Central Queensland Region, QTTC; Queensland Tourist and Travel 
Corporation, 1991, Survey of Daytripping by Queensland Residents, 1989 and 1990, South East Queensland 
Region, QTTC; Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Survey of Daytripping by Queensland 
Residents, 1989 and 1990, North Queensland Region, QTTC. 
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Step 6 
This step in the constmcfion ofthe RETA-Q involved the analysis ofthe tables for errors 
and adjustment ofthe database records accordingly. 
A number of problems were encountered in the initial design of the RETA-Q. First, 
there were a large number of fields that didn't relate to the same subject. This meant that 
the database had conflicts in the data. It was apparent that in some cases more tables 
were required and in others some tables could be combined into a single table by adding 
more fields. 
Step 7. 
The final step in the process was determining the relationships that could provide useful 
information for the analyst. The program used to manipulate the data was Microsoft 
Access. This commercial database was chosen because of its flexibility and ease of use 
as well as its compatibility with a number of spreadsheet programs. The analyst decides 
which relationships are important from the tables and the Access program combines the 
tables in such a way that the relationship can be clearly identified 
For example, RETA-Q has one table for Visitor Nights and one table for 
Accommodation. The primary key in each table is Region of Visit. Hence Access can 
reveal the relationship between visitor nights in one region, say the Gold Coast, and the 
type of Accommodation used by the visitor in that same Gold Coast region. The 
relationship can be one to one or one to many depending on the type of question. 
The answer to such questions utilising a relational database program like Microsoft 
Access requires the use of Queries. Queries provide the means to ask questions about 
the information stored in the tables. The most commonly used queries are what are 
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termed "select queries." With "select queries" data from the tables can be viewed, data 
can be analysed and changes to the data can be made. 
For example instead of looking at the data in a number of tables it is possible to design a 
query which asks the question about the data in the table. Thus the Table on Origin of 
Visitor and Expenditure Category could be used to answer a query about the pattem of 
expenditure on say Accommodation compared with shopping and the subsequent results 
would be displayed. 
Figure 3.4.1-2 Select Query asking a Question about the data in the tables. 
Table: Origin of 
Visitor 
± 
Table: Visitor Expenditure 
Select Query: Origin of Visitor and pattem of 
expenditure 
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A select query is the most common type of query and can take a number of forms. For 
example, a cross tab query presents data with row and column headings, like a 
spreadsheet. An action query can be used to make a new table, delete records from a 
table, append records to a table, or make changes to records in a table. 
Queries are useful in that data from more than one table can be used and criteria can be 
set to put limits to the data. That is, a query can use a filter type process in order to 
exclude some data or include specific data. 
3.4.2 Schematic Representation of RETA-Q 
The database can be viewed schematically as presented in Figure 3.4.2-2. It illustrates 
the links between the various elements of the database. For example, the Gold Coast 
Region has tables relating to Visitor nights. Visitor Numbers, Visitor Expenditure and 
these can also be related to other regional elements such as Accommodation, Transport 
or Visitor Shopping details. Other links can also be determined with respect to Place of 
origin of visitor and whether they are visiting Queensland or a region on a package tour 
or as a Backpacker traveler. Another way of viewing the links can be illustrated by 
reference to a number of tables such as illustrated in Figure 3.4.2-2 below: 
Figure 3.4.2-1 RETA-Q Database flows 
Regions of Queensland 
Gold Coast 
Brisbane 
Sunshine Coast 
Balance of Moreton 
Wide Bay-Bumett 
Fitzroy 
Mackay 
Northem 
Far North Queensland 
Total Queensland 
Attraction 
to Region 
Visitor Expenditure 
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Chapter 3 Research Design - RETA-Q Data Design 
The flows show that for each of the regions of Queensland there are tables which 
indicate number of visitor nights in each region, attraction by visitors to each region as 
well as visitor expenditures in each region. These flows are illustrated more 
comprehensively in Figure 3.4.2-3 below which illustrate the way the database can be 
viewed from a variety of perspecfives. One way is in a form of layering where the top 
layer represents a main table and the underneath tables are elements of the top main 
table. For example the Gold Coast region has a number of tables relating to visitor 
nights including number of nights in various types of accommodation, types of visitors 
staying in the region, age profile of visitor etc. Another major table illustrated for the 
Brisbane region is in terms of visitor numbers. Again behind visitor numbers for the 
region is a number of smaller tables which "hang" behind the main table. Moving along 
the figure each element for each of the main tables can be cross-linked and accessed for 
particular segments of information. The flows through the database can be traced via a 
query as illustrated in Figure 3.4.2-4. This figure shows that a particular type of tourist 
flow can be traced through the system from a particular element in a table to be cross-
linked with further information from other tables and perhaps, other regions. This then 
indicates the process whereby a relational database yields a vast array of information in 
the form of single questions or cross-tabulations. For example, the analyst may find that 
particular visitors to the Gold Coast Region were attracted to the region for the purpose 
of meefing the opposite sex, the occupation ofthe visitor could be determined as well as 
the age and sex as illustrated in the figure. The database would also be able to indicate 
the length of stay of the visitor and what kind of say, accommodation or transport was 
used. Purpose of visit could also be identified, as could the categories of expenditure 
and total expenditure. In this way the relational database of RETA-Q is able to yield a 
significant amount of informafion for a variety of purposes. 
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4 Development of RETA-Q - Sources of Data 
4.1 Introduction 
This chapter reviews the major existing data sources for tourism data and identifies 
the approach taken here for developing the baseline data for the data set. 
Although there had been interest in tourism as an economic activity as early as the 
1930s at the national level, there was little statistical information or research 
undertaken relating to tourism before the 1980s. Growth in world tourism has made 
remarkable advances since this period and Australia has taken advantage of the 
growth in intemational tourist flows. With this unprecedented flurry of tourism 
acfivity in the early 1980s, demand for statistical and marketing information 
increased. It was not long before major public organisations became involved in the 
collection and compilation of tourism statistics. At the national level the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics and the Australian Tourist Commission undertook the major 
responsibility for collecting and publishing tourism statistics. At the state level the 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation became in involved in data collection 
developing annual surveys of tourists coming to Queensland. Other organisations 
also produced information by providing statistics on such things as arrivals and 
departures (Department of Transport and Communications) air transport, and so on. 
The following secfion details the major data sources used for the basefine data set. 
Informafion on adjustments and additions is given. Limitations on the various 
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collections are noted. Finally, some comment is offered regarding the various 
collecfions. 
4.2 National Data Collections 
As indicated in Chapter 3 above there are four core national tourism statistical 
cohections that provide tourism data mainly at the national level but in some cases 
also for the state and sub-state levels'. 
Tourism data collected specifically for the Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS) provides 
Queensland and its regions commissioned by the Queensland Tourist and Travel 
Corporation (QTTC). 
Additional data on airline passenger movements through Queensland airports is 
available through AVSTATS, compiled by the DTC, the Federal Airports Corporation 
(FAC) and Caims Port Authority (CPA). 
The core collections are supplemented by occasional surveys for benchmarking 
purposes. For example. Domestic Tourism Expenditure Survey (DTES) last surveyed 
in 1992 by the BTR, surveys on individual tourism sectors such as Tourist Attractions 
1986-87, Amusement and Theme Parks 1991-92 (ABS) and Daytripper and VFR 
surveys in 1990 (QTTC). 
Other data includes work on the attitudinal/behavioural research of specific market 
segments, the social and environmental impacts of tourism, the contribution of 
tourism to national and state economies and to govemment revenues at all levels. 
Efforts to improve the national research base for tourism is underway at the time of 
wnfing. These include the development of the Regional Tourism Monitor 
Methodological Kit, work on standardising the definitions applied to the 
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meefings/convenfion sector and a methodology to collate and classify conventions. In 
this regard the Queensland Events Corporation (QEC) has developed its own 
methodology and database on the impact of special events. In addition the BTR is re-
analysing IVS data to idenfify travel pattems of intemational visitors within Australia, 
which will shed useful information on travel pattems within Queensland. Work is 
also progressing on developing and improving forecasting techniques at national, state 
and regional levels, nationally through the work of the Tourism Forecasting Council 
(TFC) and at the State level, involving initiatives by the QTTC and GSO. 
There is some degree of incompatibility between the core data collections but they do 
provide a reliable core base at the State level. Inconsistencies can usually be 
attributed to definitional differences that might in tum be due to cost differences or the 
specific needs ofthe primary users ofthe data. 
There are some acknowledged gaps in the statistical data. Expenditure by visitors 
staying in private accommodation and VFR information are only covered in one-off 
supplements. 
4.3 Queensland Data in National Collections 
Data available at the regional level tends to be relatively unreliable because of the 
smaller sample sizes. Regional information could be improved by widening the 
survey, but again cost considerations should be accounted for. 
For the larger regions the QVS provides reasonably reliable annual statistics. 
However, as discussed earlier in secfion 3.2.2 of this document both DTM and IVS 
data have considerable limitations in reliability at the regional level. 
STA, OAD, IVS and DTM Surveys. 
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4.3.1 Survey of Tourist Accommodation (STA)^ 
This survey is conducted by the ABS and funded by State and Federal Governments. 
The survey covers establishments with facilifies providing short-term accommodation 
(defined as less than two months). Data are collected for various types of 
establishments: hotels, motels and guest houses with facilities; caravan parks, holiday 
flats, units and houses; and visitor hostels. Since September 1986, caravan parks 
providing long term accommodation have been included in the survey. 
Data coverage in the survey includes: 
• establishments and capacity; 
• guest arrivals and average length of stay; 
• room nights sold; 
• occupancy rates; 
• takings from accommodation; 
• employment. 
• guest nights (hotel/motel and hostel categories). 
For the other categories unit or site nights occupied are included but there are no 
measures of visitor (guest) nights. 
The survey is a census of all paying guests and each accommodation's management 
provides information. There is no survey of visitors and no information on visitor 
•lones, B., 1994, Tourism Research - A Public Sector Perspective, Paper presented at the 10th Annual Austral 
Tourism Industry Association Conference, Adelaide, September. 
lan 
'ABSCat. 8635.0 
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expenditure. The survey provides quarterly results for Statistical Division, Local 
Govemment Area and some statistical local areas. 
4.3.2 Limitations of the STA^ 
Some types of commercial accommodation are not covered by the STA. These 
include homestay, farm holiday establishments and hotels, motels, etc. without 
facilifies that are not classified as hostels. 
Smaller blocks of units/flats (less than five) are excluded. Establishments, which do 
not provide "predominantly short term accommodation", are also excluded. It is 
estimated that for the Gold Coast region alone the STA excludes around 1500 units 
available to tourists. 
STA guest night and occupancy figures include some element of long term guests (not 
tourists) who are occupying rooms/units in establishments included in the survey 
coverage. For hotels/motels in Queensland cities the "non-tourist" room occupancy 
rate can be around 2-4% based on QVS estimates. Care should be taken when basing 
economic decisions on such data. 
STA definitions that define the coverage and classification of accommodation are 
operafionally ambiguous and some judgment is required. Actual listings of 
establishments as classified for the STA are not available from the ABS for reasons of 
confidentiality. This leads to problems in using STA data for benchmarks and in 
attempts to replicate sample frames for complementary surveys. 
ABS, Survey of Tourist Accommodation. 
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4.3.3 International Visitor Survey (IVS) 
The IVS is conducted under the auspices of the BTR. A sample of short-term 
intemational visitors aged 15 or older are interviewed at major Australian 
intemational airports just prior to departure from Australia. Data collected include the 
following topics, which are cross-classified by country of residence and purpose of 
vish. 
Age, sex, occupation and all reasons for visit; 
Size and composition of group and reasons for visit; 
Type of fare and travel arrangements; 
Type of booking agent and information sources; 
Time away from home and stop overs; 
City of arrival and departure; 
Duration of stay and region of stay; 
Type of accommodation and transport used; 
Sports, activities and enjoyment of stay; 
Places of interest visited; 
Expenditure. 
IVS data are available in quarterly and annual publicafions from the BTR. In addition 
the flill time series of IVS unit record data is available on the CD-MOTA database. 
This BTR product is a CD-Rom containing both IVS and DTM unit record data with 
specialised cross-tabulation software to allow users ready access and analysis of the 
data* 
The sample size for 1992/93 was 12,000 interviews. The reliability of the survey 
eshmates is enhanced by the use of ABS data for short-term visitor departures as 
benchmarks. 
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The IVS provides a wealth of informafion describing the growth and characteristics of 
the overseas visitor component of tourism in Australia. Market information as 
provided by the IVS is valuable in the development of the Australian tourism 
industry. For Queensland where intemational visitor traffic has been growing most 
rapidly the IVS is the principal source of data relafing to intemafional visitors to 
Queensland who stay in private accommodation. 
4.3.4 Limitations of the IVS 
The IVS does not count children under 15. For the more aggregated data simple 
adjustments using ABS Overseas Arrivals and Departure statistics can be made to 
provide estimates of total visitor numbers. For state, regional and other disaggregated 
esfimates this approach provides some cause for concem. 
The age classification used is not consistent with the usual child/adult split as is 
employed in other surveys such as the QVS and DTM. 
For the IVS a short-term visit is defined as a duration of stay in Australia of less than 
12 months. The conventional definition of a tourist employs a length of stay criterion 
of not more than three months in the same defined geographical area (e.g. in a major 
region of the state as is employed for the QVS). There is, therefore, likely to be 
incompatibility between IVS and other tourism surveys. 
Definitional differences here might be minimised by appropriate cross-tabulation or 
screening according to length of stay in the region/state of interest. The IVS data 
therefore should be used with caution at the disaggregated regional level. 
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4.3.5 Domestic Tourism Monitor (DTM)"* 
The DTM, conducted by the Bureau of Tourism Research (BTR) and AGB Australia, 
is a component of an omnibus household survey. For the DTM household residents 
aged 14 years and over are interviewed regarding their domestic ovemight travel 
behaviour. Interviews involve 1000 to 1200 households each weekend resulting in 
approximately 65,000 residents per year. All States and Territories are covered. 
Australian residents surveyed have to have had a trip 40 km or more from home, and 
including an ovemight stay. Data are presented in three parts: level of tourism, 
behaviour and characteristics of tourists, and day trips. 
Data on the following items are collected and cross classified by trips, visits, visitor 
nights, main destination and origin: 
• Main purpose of trip; 
• Type of transport used; 
• Type of accommodation used; 
• Length of trip; 
• Seasonality of trip; 
• Occupation, income, lifestage, age and sex of travellers; 
• Day trips by type of trip, age and life cycle groups. 
The DTM is an origin-based survey (QVS is destination based) and depends on 
respondent memory about past trip details. The DTM questions are a component of an 
omnibus household survey and form part of a quite lengthy questionnaire covering a 
whole range of umelated topics. Both these factors impose additional limits on the 
'Bureau of Tourism Research, Do/7!e5?/cro«rwmA/o«/?or, 1984-85, 1985-86, 1986-87, 1987-88, 1988-89. 
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type and extent of data that can be sought and provide reason for some extra caution 
about the quality ofthe responses. 
The DTM is the only source of data relating the propensity of Australians to travel 
domesfically and characteristics of that travel. For most states the DTM and the IVS 
are the only major sources of data about tourism activity. Hence for Queensland the 
DTM provides the principal means by which its performance can be compared with 
other state destinations with respect to the domestic market. 
The DTM is currently the principal source of data in relation to Australian trevellers 
who stay in private accommodation in Queensland. 
4.3.6 Limitations ofthe Domestic Tourism Monitor 
DTM esfimates do not include children less than 14 years. This child/aduh split is 
inconsistent with that used for the IVS. However, it is consistent with the definition 
most commonly used in other surveys such as the QVS. Hence, QVS data can be 
analysed so that the age factor is not a barrier to data comparisons between the QVS 
and DTM. 
A major limitation is lack of expenditure data in the DTM. The data covered in the 
DTM includes both private and commercial accommodation. However, the data are 
unreliable at the small area (regional) level. It is also likely, given the context in 
which the DTM questions are administered and the dependence on respondent 
memory, that there are some non-sampling errors. 
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4.4 Queensland Data Collections 
4.4.1 Queensland Visitor Survey^ 
Private consuhants on behalf of the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation 
conduct the Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS). Surveys have been undertaken of 
tourism activity for Queensland and its regions since 1982/83. The QVS replaced the 
Major Survey Research Program (MSRP) when the survey questionnaire was revised 
in 1990. The QVS is a destination based survey in that tourists are selected as 
respondents during their visit and by a process of sampling rooms, units, sites, etc. in 
which visitors stay. The survey covers both adults and children. Data items included 
in the QVS are: 
Visitor origin and visitor nights in Queensland and in the regions of Queensland; 
Visitor origin; 
Demographic characteristics of visitors; 
Trip plaiming and purchasing information; 
Trip purpose; 
Transport to and from Queensland; 
Durafionoftrip; 
Accommodafion used; 
Expenditure; 
Ratings of facilifies and services; 
Additional data. 
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The survey covers tourists (visitors who spend no more than 90 days in a region) who 
stay in commercial accommodation in Queensland. Although the questionnaire has 
changed since its incepfion in 1982/83, the core quanfitative variables have remained 
unchanged. In recent years the number of questionnaires completed for the QVS has 
been around 15,000. 
Up to 1992/93 a separate and extensive survey of accommodation establishments was 
also undertaken to obtain reliable occupancy estimates that were employed as 
benchmarks in establishing QVS estimates. This occupancy survey was also 
introduced at the request of the QTTC to provide timely estimates of monthly 
occupancy rates to service as early indicators of market conditions. Where possible 
the Australian Bureau of Statistics publication of Survey of Tourist Accommodation^ 
data was also used for this purpose. Regional classifications employed in the QVS are 
similar to those shown in the STA publications. It is understood that greater reliance 
is now placed in the use of STA data for benchmarking. 
The QVS survey provides additional Queensland tourism data to the nationally 
produced Domestic Tourism Monitor and the Intemational Visitor Survey because of 
the agreed umeliability ofthe latter two surveys at the regional levels. The QVS can 
cover a wider range of locally relevant data items than can be covered in the national 
surveys. 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1990, Results ofthe Queensland Visitor Survey (QVS) - Commercial 
Accommodation 1989-90, Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, Brisbane. (Published annually). 
'STA, 
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4.4.2 Limitations of the Queensland Visitor Survey 
• The QVS does not cover visitors in private accommodation or those using other 
non-commercial accommodation. 
• That is, it does not cover units or flats with less than 5 units. This is a major 
problem in particular areas. For example, in the Gold Coast the number of 
units/flats that would fall into this category accounts for most tourist 
accommodafion particularly for visitors from intrastate. 
• The home-stay component of the commercial accommodation sector has been 
relafively quite small and this has not been within the scope ofthe QVS. 
• There is a gap in the QVS coverage of rental houses and flats that are occupied by 
short-term visitors. This occurs in the case of houses and flats that may be 
privately let from time to time and which are not in a managed block or on an 
agent's rental roll. Some short term letting from within a suburban pool of 
properties that predominantly cater for permanents is also likely to be missed. 
• The QVS does include coverage of convenfion/conference visitors (who use 
commercial accommodation). However, though this sector may be important in 
absolute terms, such visitors comprise a very low proportion of tourists in a 
region. Relevant sample estimates are therefore potentially umeliable. The 
episodic and concentrated nature of the occurrence of conventions can add to the 
problems of obtaining reliable data through other than a special survey. Thus the 
QVS is limited in its capacity to provide data relating to the convenfion market (or 
some other specialty markets) without substantially increased sample sizes. 
Comparisons of QVS estimates and figures derived from analysis of 
establishments guest register data in some instances indicate the existence of 
substantial non-sampling errors as a result of high rates of non-contact/non 
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response from some origin groups. There is therefore some cause for concem 
about the reliability of estimates relating to visitor origins and variables that are 
dependent on visitor origin. 
4.4.3 Overseas Arrivals and Departures (OAD)^ 
This collecfion is derived by the ABS from analysis of migration card data. It covers 
long term and short term movement for Australian and overseas residents arriving in 
and departing from Australia. Data covered are: 
• country of residence/stay 
• country of birth 
• purpose of joumey 
• duration of stay 
• state of stay 
• sex and age 
• country of embarkation and port of clearance 
• other variables are available on request. 
The OAD collection is a very reliable basis for monitoring the number and 
characteristics of overseas visitors (and Australians) arriving in and departing from 
Australia. OAD data allows more detailed analysis with respect to basic variables 
such as origin of visitors than can be achieved with IVS data. 
Publication of OAD data is reasonably timely with monthly data available within 
eight weeks ofthe reference period. Quarterly and annual data are also published. 
Published tables are quite limited in terms of cross tabulations presented, and they 
tend to be focused on national figures. More state specific tables can be obtained 
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from the ABS at a charge, but this can involve substanfial cost for computer 
programming so those individual users are discouraged. 
4.4.4 Australian Tourism Investment Database 
This database is maintained and updated under the auspices of the Building Owner 
and Managers Association (BOMA) and the Department of Arts Sport, Environment, 
Tourism and Territories (DASETT) I It covers existing and projected developments 
of treveller accommodation rated three-stars and above. Details of individual projects 
are included such as the location, size, employment, star-grading, value of projects, 
volume of foreign investment, etc. Summary data are available in a publication enfitle 
Australian Tourism Investment Overview^. 
The value of this database with respect to decision making in relation to infrastmcture, 
investment and forecasfing as well as planning for the development of tourism, is 
obvious. The major limitation is the fact that coverage is limited to three stars and 
above developments. 
4.4.5 ABS Service Industry Surveys 
On occasions the ABS conducts several service industry surveys covering components 
ofthe tourist industry. In 1986/87, separate surveys were conducted covering tourist 
attractions, hotels and bars and accommodation, cafes and restaurants, licensed clubs 
Australian Bureau of Stadstics, Overseas Arrivals and Departures, Australia, Cat. No. 3401.0, 3402.0, 3404.0. 
Building Owners and Managers Association of Australia (BOMA) Australian Tourism Investment Database, 
Building Owners and Managers Association of Australia (BOMA), Sydney. 
DUilding Owners and Managers Association of Australia (BOMA), Australian Tourism Investment Overview, 
Building Owners and Managers Association of Australia (BOMA), Sydney. 
Page 145 
Chapter 4 Development of RETA-Q - Sources of Data 
and some other sectors. In 1991/92, similar surveys were also conducted but the 
coverage of tourist attractions was much more limited (and focused on theme park 
style attractions)'". 
Data available from these surveys include: 
• number of enterprises; 
• measures of sales - for example, average number of visitors per attraction and 
visitors per month; 
• employment; 
• items of income and expenses; 
• capital expenditure in some cases. 
The major surveys that focus directly on tourists have limited potential to obtain 
information about usage and performance of, for example, tourist attractions. These 
attractions provide an extremely important ingredient of the tourism product, and 
knowledge about them is important for studies relating to tourism development and 
planning, as well as research such as that focusing on the impacts (economic, etc.) of 
tourism. 
4.4.6 Air Transport Data 
The Department of Transport and Communications (DTC) publishes data relating to 
both domestic and intemational air transport." 
Australian Bureau of Statistics, Survey of Tourist Accommodation, Australian Govemment Publicshing Service 
(AGPS), (quartedy), Canberra.; Australian Bureau of Statistics, Tourist Accommodation, Cat. No. 8635.0. 
Canberra. 
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Provisional Statistics of Domestic Airline Performance cover revenue traffic and 
airline operations. Data provided are: 
• scheduled domestic airline activity:- number of passengers uplifted and passenger 
kilometres; Freight, mail and total tonne kilometres; 
• airport traffic:- passenger movement; aircraft movement; 
Provisional Stafistics of Intemational Scheduled Air Transport covers revenue traffic 
carried by the operators of scheduled regular public intemational air transport 
services. 
Data provided include: 
• passengers by the airline of arrival/departure; 
• passengers by the airline and where the services were going to/from; 
• passengers by the intemational airport of arrival/departure; 
• data are also available on the amount of freight and mail moved by intemational 
carriers; 
• airline market share. 
The intemafional air transport data are published monthly. The domestic data are 
published quarterly. 
The data provides useful information on general movements in the level of tourism 
activity. It also provides information specifically related to air transport operations. 
Department of Transport and Communications, Domestic Air Transport Statistics, (quarterly) AGPS, Canberra; 
Department of Transport and Communications, International Air Transport Statistics, (monthly) AGPS, 
Canberra. 
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4.4.7 Limitations of Overseas Arrivals and Departures (OAD) 
The major limitation of this data source is there is no indication of the travel 
expenditure by tourists on air travel collected by the airlines. It is not possible, 
therefore to determine whether an individual visitor travelled to a number of regions 
during a particular visit. This means that data collected by the Queensland Visitor 
Survey may understate a tourist's expenditure on air travel because expenditure data is 
ascertained for the previous 24-hour period of a stay in commercial accommodation. 
A whole trip, in fact, may account for a significantly greater expenditure (particularly 
on air travel) than is captured in such a survey. 
4.4.8 Other ABS Data Sources 
Other statisfical information produced by the ABS often has at least some direct or 
indirect relevance for research and decision making in tourism. For example, building 
and constmction activity, population census, labour force measures, household 
expenditure, national accounts, price indexes etc. These data are not specifically 
directed at the needs ofthe tourism industry but provide useful additional information 
for researchers in the tourism industry. 
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4.4.9 Non-Government Data Sources 
Horwath and Horwath produce a monthly publication entitled Trend of Business in the 
Queensland Lodging Industry'\ It is prepared in conjunction with the Queensland 
Motel and Accommodation Association and coverage is as follows: 
Monthly occupancy rates; 
Monthly average room rate; 
Monthly room density; 
Year to date occupancy rates; 
Year to date average room rate; 
Year to date room density; 
Performance by star rating; 
Monthly food and beverage. 
It also includes a commentary of various tourism related industry topics as they 
become available. 
Although the availability of a variety of data determined the process of the 
development of the RETA-Q database as outlined in Chapter 3, the range of data 
described here in Chapter 4, together with appropriate adjustments where required, 
provided the basic data for developing the elements of the RETA-Q database as 
outlined in the following chapter. 
Horwath and Horwath and Queensland Motel and Accommodation Association, Trend of Business in the 
Queensland Lodging Industry, Horwath and Horwath (monthly). 
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CHAPTER 5 
5. Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity 
5.1 Introduction 
This chapter describes the regional estimates of the RETA-Q database. The 
chapter begins with a brief discussion on the concept of a region and the nature of 
the regions of Queensland. This is followed by details of the results of the 
RETA-Q database for each of the regions. Since the RETA-Q contains a vast 
amount of data two representative regions have been singled out for special 
attention. These are the Brisbane and the Far North Queensland regions. These 
two regions were chosen as one representing a well-developed tourist region (Far 
North) whilst the other represents a region with a much broader economic base. 
5.1.1 Consideration ofthe Definition of Regions 
With the analysis of tourism activity in Queensland being based on the "regions" 
of Queensland, it would be useful at this point to give consideration to the 
concept of a "region". 
A region can, for many purposes, be viewed in a spatial context as an area that 
has particular characteristics such as a main economic activity centred on a main 
central core or town. For example, one might consider a mral community with 
outlying farms of various kinds. A particular region or area might have as its 
main activity dairying. Another region might have its main activity as mining. 
These regions can then be categorised in a spatial sense as having economic 
acfivities as a base for defining regional boundaries. 
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Geographic boundaries have also been found to be useful for developing 
particular regions. In this instance the boundary might be a natural boundary 
where a road or a river or a mountain clearly divides one spatial area from 
another. 
Other regions might be developed for administrative purposes where 
decisionmaking by various public and private organisations is based on some 
artificially defined boundary according to the interest/competition of the 
decisionmaking group. Still other boundaries are developed for political 
purposes. 
However, most regions will generally exhibit some elements of both urban and 
mral areas with varying population size and a mix of economic activities. It is 
sfill important to develop a definition of a region that describes some common 
characteristics. 
For the purposes of this analysis it was necessary to define the regional 
boundaries in some coherent way that would allow consistent analysis across all 
the regions of tourism data. Any regional division would need to have some 
meaning to the regions themselves and to the wider spatial area. In other words, 
there needs to be a functional commonality between the intemal components of a 
region and also with the neighbouring regions. Looking at first from an 
economic perspective intemal function might include production activities, such 
as trade and services of various kinds, within the region. The extemal 
components might then be linked via transport, trade and communications 
linkages, population flows and import and export flows. Development of a 
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regional boundary then becomes dependent upon the stmcture of the regional 
system under considerafion. 
5.1.2 Queensland Regional Boundaries 
Queensland contains a wide range of regions in terms of economic complexity. It 
was clear that if at all possible regional boundaries for this study ought to be 
linked in some way to the main data collections that related to tourism statistics. 
When work on this thesis first began, the regional boundaries designated for 
tourism activities as collected in the Major Survey Research Program by the 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, were different from the Statistical 
Divisions as defined by the Australian Bureau of Statistics . The original data 
collected required adjustment for differences in regional boundaries. However, it 
transpired that the QTTC provided revised regional tourism data aligned with the 
ABS stafistical divisions so that the new data was substituted in the database for 
the purposes of this thesis. 
The designated regions in the RETA-Q database were chosen as the main 
stafistical divisions in Queensland. The reason for this was two fold. First and 
most important, input-output tables at the regional level existed for the period 
1989-1990. This meant that it was possible to measure the economic impact on 
individual regions using the results of the database. Secondly, the major data 
source, the Queensland Visitor Survey has recently adjusted its data collections 
boundaries in accord with the existing Australian Bureau of Statistics Statistical 
The ABS Statistical Divisions for Queensland are listed in Table 5.1-land illustrated in figure 6.4.5-1. The 
Queensland Visitor Survey Regional Boundaries, with their associated sub-regions and localities, are 
indicated in Appendix J. 
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Divisions to standardise reporting of tourism statistics and to enable cross state 
comparisons with respect to tourism data. Given the above it followed logically 
that the regional boundaries for the RETA-Q database also accord, more or less, 
with the Queensland Statistical Divisions. 
The RETA-Q regions correspond reasonably closely to the Australian Bureau of 
Stafistics (ABS) Stafistical Divisions (SD). These regions are listed below with 
the abbreviation used in the tables. 
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Table 5.1-1 RETA-Q Regional Boundaries and Tables Reference 
1. Gold Coast; Gold Coast City plus part of Albert west to Nerang and 
north to Coomera 
2. Brisbane (SD). 
3. Sunshine Coast; Caloundra, Maroochy and Noosa Shires. 
4. Balance of Moreton; i.e. Moreton SD minus regions 1 and 3. 
5. Wide Bay-Burnett (SD). 
6. Fitzroy (SD); centred on the cities of Rockhampton and Gladstone. 
7. Mackay (SD). 
8. Northern (SD); centred on Townsville. 
9. Far North (SD); centred on Cairns. 
10. Darling Downs (SD). 
11. Western Queensland; North West, Central West and South West 
SD's. 
GC 
BR 
SC 
BALM 
WBB 
FY 
MK 
NO 
FNQ 
DD 
WQ 
Note: The Barrier Reef Islands are included in the relevant regions above. These were not 
included as a separate item in the RETA-Q database since no separate Statistical Division exists 
for the islands and no input-output table is available to measure the economic impact of such 
tourism activity. 
Estabhshment of the database began initially with data from the Major Survey 
Research Program for 1989-90. This publication subsequently became known as 
the Queensland Visitor Survey and was prepared by the National Centre for 
Studies in Travel and Tourism for the Queensland Tourist and Travel 
Corporafion. The QVS consists of surveys of tourists staying in commercial 
accommodation in tourism regions in Queensland. Briefly, the main objectives 
ofthe survey program are: 
• To obtain information on visitor characteristics on a regional basis; 
• To collect informafion on visitor opinions of various aspects of their 
Queensland trip. 
• This region includes all coast islands north from Lady Elliott Island. 
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The survey is conducted involving a sample survey of tourists staying in 
commercial accommodation in Queensland at some time during the stated time 
period. For the purposes ofthe survey the definifion of a tourist is: 
A person who, for any purpose, is away from his or her usual 
place of residence for a period of at least one overnight stay and 
at a location at least forty kilometres from that usual residence. 
Additionally the definition excludes persons on trips involving a stay of more 
than ninety nights in the survey region. The Survey of commercial 
accommodafion included various types of accommodation usually available for 
short term letting and primarily includes: 
• licensed hotels and motels; 
• guest houses and hostels; 
• units, flats and rented houses ; and 
• caravan parks. 
Guest house and hostel accommodation predominantly comprises establishments 
where letfing on a per bed rather than per room basis and/or where facilities 
provided are mostly shared. 
Units flats and rented houses includes only units in managed properties or 
properties handled by letfing agents. Motel style units/serviced apartments are 
included. 
QTTC, 1990, Executive Summaries Results ofthe Major Survey Research Program - Commercial 
Accommodation, p.2. 
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Caravan Parks cover establishments providing some powered sites for caravans 
and includes managed camping grounds where fees are charged. 
Selecfion of the sample of tourists is based on accommodation units (e.g. rooms, 
sites) as sampling units; tourists are selected as those occupying sampled 
accommodafion units. 
Further definitions used in the QVS data and incorporated in the data in the 
RETA-Q include: 
Visitor Nights is the sum of visitors' lengths of stay measured in nights. 
Esfimates of proportions relating to visitor nights may also be interpreted as 
measured in terms of visitors per night. 
A Visitor Group is one person traveling independently or several persons 
traveling together, sharing expenses and travel decisions, in much the same way a 
family would. 
Adult Group is defined as a group of one or more persons not accompanied on the 
current trip by a person less than fourteen years of age. 
A Family Group is defined as a group of one or more persons, which for the 
current trip includes at least one person less than fourteen years of age. 
An Adult is defined as a person aged fourteen years and over. A Child is defined 
as person aged 0 -13 years. Unless otherwise stated, statistics presented relate to 
both adults and children.'* 
" Definitions in the introduction to QVS, 1990. 
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A comparison between the various collections of tourism statistics for the Survey 
of Tourist Accommodation, Domestic Tourism Monitor, Intemational Visitor 
Survey and Queensland Visitor Survey is presented in Table 5.1-2, Table 5.1-2 
and Table 5.1-3. This highlights the problems with data inconsistencies relafing 
to the statistics for tourism at the regional level in Queensland^. 
These tables have been included (repeat of Tables 3.2.1 to 3.2.3) for 
convenience. 
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Regions) 
•Survey. Region and Accommodation. Visitor Nights ('OOP) 
1988 Change 1989 Change 1990 Change 
from base from base from base 
of QVS of QVS of QVS 
=100'^' =100*^' =100*^' 
GOLD COAST 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
BRISBANE 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
SUNSHINE COAST 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Note : QVS data is used as the base values 
inlbetween_STA and QVS are illustrated as 
3,790 
6,659 
1,052 
4,495 
4,304 
1,486 
3,738 
5,995 
2,654 
500 
864 
4,845 
1,938 
2,082 
2,711 
359 
904 
3,093 
1,331 
803 
1,907 
2,011 
767 
2,581 
555 
466 
1,097 
684 
417 
1280 
670 
334 
1 of 100% and 
percentages. 
100% 
100% 
100% 
119% 
65% 
141% 
99% 
90% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
183% 
388% 
241% 
102% 
72% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
89% 
62% 
151% 
85% 
83% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
123% 
89% 
117% 
121% 
72% 
2,594 
5,549 
979 
3,246 
2,973 
775 
2,798 
4,831 
1,899 
279 
781 
2,090 
1,616 
854 
1,811 
262 
982 
2,127 
1343 
699 
1,609 
828 
717 
2,373 
709 
317 
1379 
611 
321 
1,369 
691 
314 
100% 
100% 
100% 
125% 
54% 
79% 
108% 
87% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
110% 
579% 
109% 
95% 
94% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
71% 
76% 
62% 
73% 
112% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
86% 
101% 
99% 
97% 
99% 
2,634 
5,988 
758 
3,913 
3,317 
633 
2,798 
4,694 
1,809 
448 
757 
2,731 
1,597 
697 
1800 
294 
660 
2,758 
1605 
1279 
1788 
1473 
770 
2237 
666 
515 
1401 
946 
402 
1496 
693 
302 
variations between IVS+DTM and QVS 
100% 
100% 
100% 
149% 
55% 
84% 
106% 
78% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
151% 
356% 
92% 
100% 
66% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
194% 
65% 
92% 
117% 
81% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
142% 
78% 
107% 
104% 
59% 
QVS is Queensland Visitor Survey; IVS is International Visitor Survey, DTM is Domestic Tourism Monitor and STA is Survey 
of Tourist A ccommodation. 
Source: Kinhill Cameron McNamara, 1994, Issue Paper No. 2 Research and Statistics Queensland Tourism Strategy, 
Department of Tourism, Sport and Racing, September, pp. 24-26. 
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Table 51-3 Comparison of QVS with STA and IVS + DTM data (Fitzroy, Mackay, Northern, and Far North Queensland 
Regions) 
Survey, Region and Accommodation. Visitor Nights ("000) 
FITZROY 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1988 Change 
from base 
of QVS 
=100<^ > 
1989 Change 
from base 
of QVS 
=100'^' 
1990 Change 
from 
base of 
QVS 
=100 (1) 
918 
105 
517 
665 
73 
703 
915 
64 
100% 
100% 
100% 
72% 
70% 
136% 
100% 
61% 
912 
154 
512 
723 
72 
586 
953 
85 
100% 
100% 
100% 
79% 
47% 
114% 
104% 
55% 
1,125 
85 
479 
826 
193 
818 
1,021 
90 
100% 
100% 
100% 
73% 
227% 
171% 
91% 
106% 
MACKAY AND WHITSUNDAY ISLANDS 
QVS Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1,126 
257 
478 
1,035 
261 
331 
1,238 
110 
100% 
100% 
100% 
92% 
102% 
69% 
110% 
43% 
1,204 
234 
440 
1,014 
157 
636 
1,244 
116 
100% 
100% 
100% 
84% 
67% 
145% 
103% 
50% 
1,233 
354 
453 
1,146 
353 
365 
1322 
115 
100% 
100% 
100% 
93% 
100% 
81% 
107% 
32% 
w NORTHERN 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND"'' 
733 
154 
382 
861 
628 
786 
828 
141 
100% 
100% 
100% 
117% 
408% 
206% 
113% 
92% 
933 
227 
287 
861 
261 
484 
844 
145 
100% 
100% 
100% 
92% 
115% 
169% 
90% 
64% 
860 
167 
557 
640 
177 
444 
853 
153 
100% 
100% 
100% 
74% 
106% 
80% 
99% 
92% 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1,683 
535 
833 
2720 
297 
1956 
1987 
508 
100% 
100% 
100% 
162% 
56% 
235% 
118% 
95% 
2,056 
640 
924 
2235 
275 
1,331 
2017 
459 
100% 
100% 
100% 
109% 
43% 
144% 
98% 
72% 
1,908 
796 
949 
2781 
666 
1191 
2245 
516 
100% 
100% 
100% 
146% 
84% 
126% 
118% 
65% 
Note ''; IVS and DTM data for Magnetic Island are included in Far North Region whereas the QVS (more correctly) 
includes Magnetic Island within the Northern Region. 
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Table 5.1-4 Comparison of STA, DTM, IVS and QVS data for Total Queensland 
Visitor Nights ('000) 
Survey, Region and 
Accommodation 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
QVS 
IVS + DTM 
STA 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Hostel/private hotel 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Total 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Hostel/private hotel 
Rented units 
Caravan park 
Total 
Hotel/motel with fac. 
Rented units 
1988 
13,477 
3,369 
11,918 
7,388 
36,152 
17,302 
5,792 
9,872 
11,676 
44,643 
14,058 
10,374 
Change 
from base 
of QVS 
=100'^ > 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
128% 
172% 
83% 
158% 
123% 
104% 
87% 
1989 
12,449 
1,878 
9,721 
7,585 
31,632 
12,542 
5,096 
7,371 
8,147 
33,156 
12,351 
8,816 
Change 
from base 
of QVS 
=100'^' 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
101% 
271% 
76% 
107% 
105% 
99% 
91% 
1990 
12,110 
1,750 
11,269 
7,852 
32,981 
15342 
6,267 
8,774 
8,176 
39,559 
12,927 
8,680 
Change 
from base 
of QVS 
=100'^ ' 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
127% 
358% 
78% 
104% 
120% 
107% 
77% 
Source: Queensland Visitor Surveys and Major Sun/ey Research Program (issues 1988, 1989, 1990); Domestic 
Tourism Monitor and International Visitor Surveys (1988, 1989, 1990); Kinhill Cameron McNamara, 1994, Issue 
Paper No. 2 Research and Statistics Queensland; Queensland Tourism Strategy, Department of Tourism, Sport and 
Racing, September, pp.24-26. 
RETA-Q was initially constructed by examining the regional data collections and establishing 
which estimates were the most appropriate to include based on the information included in the 
survey. It transpired, however, that it was impossible to achieve consistency with different 
regions being based on different data collecfions. It was also very difficult to keep track of 
which region was incorporating what type of data. The difficulties with the major data 
collecfions for Queensland Regions are illustrated in Table 5.1-2, Table 5.1-3 and Table 5.1-4 
and highlighted in the column headed Change from base of QVS. Finally it was decided to use 
the QVS data as the main data source. The DTM and IVS data was used as supplementary 
material to ensure that all the regions were represented in the database as accurately as possible. 
The Survey of Tourist Accommodation was used as a guide to develop proxy estimates for 
tourism acfivity in regions where the QVS data was inadequate, particularly with respect to 
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backpacker traveler data. The data on backpacker travelers were the most 
problematic in that information was unavailable for a number of regions. Proxy 
estimates were derived for visitor nights based on the number of guest houses and 
occupancy rates fi"om the Survey of Tounst Accommodation for the study period. 
The QVS includes some information on Visiting Friends and Relatives tourism as 
part of the main survey fi-ame. However, a separate survey of visitors visiting 
fiiends and relatives was conducted in 1990 and this data^ was included in the 
RETA-Q database. 
The structure ofthe RETA-Q database is shown in Table 5.1-5 to Table 5.1-8. 
This is a simplified view in that the database is quite complex although accessing 
the data in it is a relatively straightforward process. The table shows that there are 
a number of linked database tables in terms of Type of Visitor. For each visitor 
type (e.g. Visitors in commercial accommodation. Visiting Friends and Relatives 
visitors. Backpacker visitors and Daytripper visitors) data is included on a region 
and origin basis. For example, if the analyst was interested in visitors Staying in 
Conunercial Accommodation in the Wide Bay-Bumett region, data that could be 
accessed could include origin of visitor, purpose of visit, dollar value of 
expenditure, number of visitor nights in the region, type of accommodation, type 
of transport, age and sex, length of stay in days, occupation and main attraction to 
the region. Each of these tables can be cross-linked so that any aspect of any type 
of tourist, or region or place of origin of tourist can be accessed. 
Australian Bureau of Statistics Survey of Tourist Accommodation (STA), (quarterly. ABS cat. 8635.0). 
9 Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Survey of Visitors Staying with Friends and Relatives 
(VFR) in Queensland 1989 and 1990, (selected regions), QTTC. 
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The database itself was initially constructed in a spreadsheet type database but this 
became too cumbersome since the computational requirements of having several 
tables open at the same time placed limits on the computer's resources, 
A commercially available database was finally used that allowed complete cross-
referencing of all the data. This has been remarkably successful providing output 
on wide range of tourism statistics at the regional level. The data was also used to 
derive muhipher impact analyses of tourism activity at the regional level'°. 
In what follows a selection of output fi^om the RETA-Q highlights the significance 
ofthe database in its flexibility and comprehensiveness. 
Key elements of the type of visitor and region of visit as well as origin of visitor 
are shown in Table 5,1-5. The visitor types are grouped according to visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation, those visiting friends and relatives, 
backpacker visitors and daytripper visitors. Each visitor or group of visitors are 
then linked to a region of visit as well as a usual place of residence or origin of 
visitor 
The results ofthe multiplier analyses are presented in Appendices A to D. 
Page 162 
o 
CO 
O 
& 
:i 
PH 
> 
o 
o 
i-T 
O 
> 
O 
c 
'Sb 
•c 
o 
o 
> 
o 
H 
o 
CO 
+J C (D 
s 
w 
>^  
a 
I 
< 
o 
(U 
t - l 3 
^-» 
o 
E 
00 
in 
TO
R 
FV
IS
I 
U 
z 
IG
I 
Q£ 
O 
AS
T 
o 
Q 
_l 
O 
o 
III 
z 
< 
LU 
CO 
rr CD 
E 
CO
AS
T 
z 
T 
CO 
3 
CO 
T 
O 
RO
U 
O 
CQ 
> 
< 
^ 
BE
RG
 
< 
Q 
Z 
3 
CQ 
UJ 
z O 
H 
C/J 
n 
^J
/G
LA
 
01dl/\ 
< 
X 
o 
o a: 
UJ 
ER
PI
N 
CO 
PR
O
 
> 
<^  
O 
< 
^ 
IL
LE
 
> 
U) 
z 
o 1-
LA
ND
 
Ml 
;/T
AB
L 
IR
NS
 
< 
O 
Q 
_i 
O 
D:: 
UJ 
T 
H 
o 
V 
UJ 
z 
n 
>-
CO 
AAS 
z Q:: 
UJ 
T 
H 
U 
UJ 
z 
rf 
3 
O 
CQ 
_J 
UJ 
^ 
< 
LL 
IC
TC
 
> 
IX. 
UJ 
T 
1-
O 
III 
Q 
EL
AI
 
n 
< 
< 
CO 
rr LU 
T 
h-
O 
T 
h-
rr III 
CL 
VAA 
rr LU 
T 
1-
o 
1-
o < 
< 
7^  
< 
2 
<r \-
> 
Ql 
RI
TO
 
01 
UJ 
1— 
T 
H 
Z 
Q 
Z 
IS
LA
 
T 
H 
Z 
Isi 
Z 
n 
z 
IS
LA
 
T 
H 
c/; 
N 
Z 
CD 
Z Q. JA
PA
N 
< 
CO 
< 
LU 
CO 
< 
Wj 
3 
< 
n 
< 
z < 
o 
iii 
3 
> 
Z 
< 
Qi 
UJ 
O 
III 
CL 
UR
O 
UJ 
d 
UJ 
T 
H 
O 
cr UJ 
X 
h-
o 
1 
< 
O 
1-
3F
 
VI
SI
T 
IO
N(
 
O 
LU 
cn 
)AS
T 
u u 
n 
_i 
o 
o 
m 
z 
< 
CD 
UJ 
rr CD 
h-SV00
 3 
z 
SH
 
7' 
3 
CO 
z () 
1-
UJ 
rr 
LA
NC
E 
OF
 
M
O
 
<r CD 
DO
W
NS
 
^3 
LI
N 
rr 
< Q 
M 1 
r-
BU
R
N
I 
< 
CQ 
I LI 
n 
i 
> o 
d 
N 
1-
LL 
V 
^ 
CJ 
< 
^ 
z 
rr' 
III 
X 
01 
u 
z 
Q 
z 
< 
_l 
U) 
z UJ
TH
Q
UE
 
LL 
U 
Z 
rr 
<r LL 
n 
^ 
< 
1 m 
N 
QU
EN
 
rr UJ 
1-
U) 
LU 
5 
u 
z 
<L 
UE
EN
SL
 
p( 
_ j 
1-
r-) 1-
TY
PE
 
OF
 
VI
SI
TO
R 
VI
SI
TO
R
 
ST
AY
IN
G
 
IN
 
CO
M
M
ER
CI
AL
 
AC
CO
M
M
O
DA
TI
O
N
 
VI
SI
TI
NG
 
FR
IE
ND
S 
AN
D 
RE
LA
TI
VE
S 
BA
CK
PA
CK
ER
S 
DA
YT
RI
PP
ER
S 
CJ 
0. 
I 
3 
(A 
O 
o 0.)
 Sll 
JL 
o 
z 
a: 
o 
t 
CO 
> 
z 
o 
1-
< 
n 
lO
M
M
O
 
KJ 
U 
< 
U. 
o UJ 
QL 
^ 
.J 
UJ 
h-
O 
L/
M
 
UJ 
H O 
X 
LU 
CO 
_) OH
 IS 
III 
3 
o 
EL
/ 
1-
co 
o X 
1-
LL 
H 
Z 
3 
rr' 
<r 
n 
z 
< 
> 
^ 
< 
o 
o 
s: 
c3 
^^^ 
V) 
o 
o o 
UJ 
on 
ND
IT
I 
UJ 
CL 
X 
UJ 
> 
Q^  
U 
ca 
J R
E 
G
AT
E 
ND
IT
I 
UJ 
D. 
X 
Ul 
z 
o 
AT
I 
u 
O
M
M
O
 
AC
C 
u 
o () 
LL 
ER
NA
L 
-
EX
T 
u 
u () 
LL 
o Z 
0. 
/S
HO
P 
SU
RE
 
<f 
III 
_i 
0. 
CO 
UJ 
SP
O
RT
/F
AR
 
z 
< • 
rr 1-
013
 
1 
O
UO
I 
re h-
UJ 
CL 
EN
TA
L 
IC
LE
R
 
X 
LU 
> 
d 
UJ 
X 
H 
U 
1— 
CO 
o 
o 
77 
DA
TI
O 
M
M
O
 
CJ 
CJ 
CJ 
< 
_i 
<r 1-
o 1-
a 
o 
a 
V3 
-Si 
f5 
1-
OF
 
VI
SI
 
UJ 
CO 
o 
CL IX. 
3 
CL 
->-
< 
Q 
-J 
O 
X 
(n 
UJ 
> 
/R
EL
AT
IA
 
U) 
u 
z LU 
rr LL 
LI
 
DA
Y 
() 
T 
_l 
<r H 
n H 
d 
< 
z 
"> 
NC
E/
SE
I 
III 
rr LU 
LL 
z 
o 
o 
lY 
3 
NC
E/
TO
 
III 
rr UJ 
LL 
z 
o 
o 
SI
NE
SS
 
_) 
LU 
d 
UJ 
T 
H 
O 
SI
NE
SS
 
3 
m 
H 
n H 
Z 
O 
1-
< 
o 3 
n UJ 
> 
HO
LI
DA
 
fl 
• 7 
W
O
RK
I cr 
UJ T 
H 
O 
HE
R 
1-
O 
_ i 
<r H 
n H 
_i 
1-
o 1-
TO
UR
 
Ul 
O 
^ 
o < 
CL 
o 
O 
< Q. 
O 
O 
o 
_ l 
Si
ON
A 
CO 
OF
E 
rr CL 
I I I 
Q 
< 
A
LT
R
 
O 
TE
CH
NI
 
CO 
UJ ivs
n
 
<, 
ER
IC
 
_ i 
O 
n 
I I I 
PL
OY
 
> 
LF
E 
I I I 
CO 
I I I 
> 
(-
R/
EX
EC
L 
UJ O 
< 
z 
< 
^ 
n 
I I I 
SK
IL
L 
z 
M
l/U
 
I I I 
CO 
JT
IE
S 
Q 
UJ 
2 
o X 
Q 
111 
> 
o 
_J CL 
^ 
UJ 
NO
T 
LJ 
TI
RE
 
LU 
d 
1— 
z 
UD
E 
1 -
co 
LJ-
O 
LU 
n >-
1 -
AN
D 
LU 
N 
W 
Q. 
-i 
GR
O
 
1 
AD
UL
T 
2 
AD
UL
TS
 
3 
AD
UL
TS
 
4 
+
 
AD
UL
TS
 
2 
FA
M
IL
Y 
3 
FA
M
IL
Y 
4 
FA
M
IL
Y 
5 
FA
M
IL
Y 
6 
+
 
FA
M
IL
Y 
> 
CO 
CO 
o 
60 
(U 
tf 
o a 
CO 
C 
;H 
H 
o 
H 
03 
•a 
<U 
C 
o 
o 
6 
I 
< 
a 
o 
o 
5 
C/} 
I i n 
03 
H 
VI
SI
TO
R 
PR
O
FI
LE
 
AG
E 
AN
D 
SE
X 
LU 
14
 
FE
M
AL
 
d 
UJ 
u 
z 
_) 
LU 
M
AL
 
• ^ 
E
R
I 
u 
z 
_) 
UJ 
, J 
< 
2 
UJ 
LL 
h-
T— 
1 
• ^ 
I I I 
_ l 
<f 
2 
—^ 
1 
-^t 
UJ 
_ i 
< 
2 
UJ 
LL 
m 
T — 
1 
an 
I I I 
1 
< 
2 
CD 
T— 
1 
CO 
UJ 
_J 
< 
2 
UJ 
LL 
-* CM 
1 
o 
CM 
I I I 
_ l 
<f S 
• ^ 
CM 
1 
O 
CM 
UJ 
_1 
< 
2 
UJ 
LL 
T t 
CO 
1 
LO 
CM 
UJ 
_J 
< 
CO 
1 
Ln 
CM 
UJ 
_1 
< 
2 
UJ 
LL 
Tt 
Tt 
1 
cn 
CO 
UJ 
_ i 
< 
2 
Tt 
Tt 
1 
i n 
CO 
UJ 
1 
< 
2 
LU 
LL 
CD 
en 
1 
i n 
Tt 
UJ 
_ i 
< 
2 
CD 
m 
1 
i n 
Tt 
UJ 
FE
M
AL
 
+ 
o 
CD 
UJ 
< 
2 
+ 
o 
CD 
LU 
_ l 
< 
^ 
LU 
LL 
_ l 
< H 
O 
H 
UJ 
_ l 
< 
_ l 
< 1 -
u 1 -
fefc 
M
AI
N 
TY
PE
 
TR
AN
SP
O
 
d 
< R
AI
L 
O
AC
H 
O 
CL
E 
RI
VA
TE
 
VE
HI
 
CL 
UJ 
_ l 
f 1 
EN
TE
D
VE
H
K 
d 
TH
ER
 
O 
>-
< 
1 -
U-
EN
G
TH
 
0 
_ i 
DA
Y 
DA
YS
 
CNJ 
~
7 
DA
YS
 
CO 
-
 
14
 
DY
AS
 
CX3 
5 
-
 
21
 
DA
YS
 
2 
-
 
28
 
DA
YS
 
CM 
9 
+
 
D
AY
S 
CM 
Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
Table 5.1-8 Structure of RETA-Q, (continued) Elements of Main Activity and Attraction to Region of Visit. 
IVIAIN ACTIVITY ATTRACTION 
OF REGION 
BOATING/FISHING 
OTHER SPORT 
VISITING FRIENDS 
RELAXING/QUIET 
WARM WEATHER 
TOURING 
ORGANIZED TOUR 
BARRIER REEF 
BEACH/WATER 
NEARBY ACTIVITY 
CHEAP ACCOMMODATION 
ALL ATTRACTIONS 
GOOD FOOD 
LUXURIOUS RESORT 
ENTERTAINMENT 
OPPOSITE SEX 
PLEASURE/SHOPPING 
CULTURE/HISTORY 
BUSH-WALKING 
THEME PARK 
SPECIAL EVENTS 
OTHER 
The structure of the RETA-Q is continued in Table 5.1-6 where each visitor can be 
classified in terms of purpose of visit, expenditure by category of outlays as well as type 
of accommodation used during visit. This table also indicates that some visitors are 
accommodated in a package tour which results in one single expenditure package to 
cover all the items of expenditure during the visit. In this case it is not possible to 
identify some of the individual expenditure categories such as type of accommodation 
and type of transport utifised. The structure ofthe RETA-Q is continued in Table 5.1-7 
which indicates the main type of transport utilised during the visit, the length of stay per 
vish as well as the profile of the visitor. Visitor profile includes the age and sex of the 
visitor as well as the type of occupation of the head of the household. This table also 
indicates the type of groups that are indicated in the RETA-Q and the composifion of 
those groups. Groups of visitors have been included because some categories of visitor 
idenfificafion are only done in group form. For example, package tour visitors may be 
grouped in terms of family groups or adult groups. 
The final table oufiining the structure of RETA-Q is illustrated in Table 5.1-8. This table 
indicates the type of activity that the visitor finds most attractive whilst visiting a 
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particular region and also indicates the type of attraction that helps a visitor decide which 
region to visit. 
Tourism data fi"om the IVS as well as the DTM were used as controls to ensure that the 
estimates from both the DTM and the QVS provided the best possible estimates in the 
RETA-Q. Data on Backpacker visitors and VFR were only available from the 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation so it was impossible to use control data^\ 
Similarly the Daytripper Survey ofthe QTTC was incorporated in the R E T A - Q ' ^ . Since 
the database had to be consistent across all regions and internally, all the regional tables 
were adjusted to reflect intemal consistency. 
Consideration of the available data collections and processing, table accuracy, and table 
interpretafion are all interrelated. The process of assembling a large database like the 
RETA-Q could be an endless process in terms of cell reconciliation and intemal 
consistency. The process initially yields a high marginal improvement to accuracy for 
the more significant aspects of the table. However the degree of improvement 
diminishes where the smaller elements of the database are concemed. Some of the 
smaller elements in the database were based on guesstimates rather than actual survey 
data since no data for some elements in the database exist. In order to maintain intemal 
consistency and reasonable accuracy it was felt that deriving estimates from proxy data 
or esfimated from data that existed for similar regions would be better than leaving 
portions of the table without any information in it. As better and more accurate data 
becomes available it is possible to readily update the database with a minimum of effort, 
since the basic stmcture for each ofthe regions has been established. 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Survey of Visitors Staying with Friends and Relatives (VFR) in 
12 
Queensland 1989 and 1990, Various Queensland Regions, QTTC Brisbane. 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991 Survey of Daytripping by Queensland Residents, 1989 and 1990, 
Various Queensland Regions, QTTC. Brisbane. 
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The degree of reliability for some of the smaller regions should be treated with caution 
and care should be taken not to impute a degree of accuracy in terms of absolute values 
that the numbers do not actually reflect. This is especially so in the West Queensland 
region and for some parts ofthe Darling Downs and the Central West regions. 
h should be noted that the development of the RETA-Q database is not a finite exercise, 
but the intention is for it to be an ongoing exercise of updating, refining, adding and 
extending the database so that regional and interregional comparisons can be made with 
respect to the tourism industry. As the industry expands and becomes more complex 
with the development of new products and new markets, the database will provide a 
wealth of information not only in a static framework but it will also be a useful platform 
from which to develop tourism activity forecasts. With this in mind, it is the intention of 
the writer that the database, at any point in time, reflects the most up-to-date information 
on the tourism industry in Queensland, and that given the available data sources, reflects 
the best available information in the circumstances. 
Table 5.1-9 highlights the main features ofthe database over all regions in terms ofthe 
major categories of visitor, namely those staying in commercial accommodation, 
package tour visitors, people visiting fiiends and relafives, daytripper visitors and 
backpacker visitors. The table illustrates the total expenditure in each destination region, 
h should be noted that for the backpacker category in particular, the development of a 
regional distribution was constmcted by using proxy values for some of the regions 
where no survey data existed. These include the Darling Downs region, the Fitzroy 
region, the Wide Bay Bumett region and the West Queensland region. Proxy data was 
constmcted using available backpacker accommodation details to provide estimates of 
visitor nights. Average daily expenditure by backpacker visitors derived from estimates 
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developed by Velho''^ was used to calculate total regional backpacker expenditure. The 
rest of the chapter is devoted to highlighting the important features of the RETA-Q 
database. Table 5.1-5 to Table 5.1-8 illustrate the significant features of the whole 
database for each of the regions as indicated above. Individual components of the 
RETA-Q are indicated in the various tables that follow. 
Table 5.1-9 shows the Total expenditure my Main Category of Visitor by region of visit. 
Thus of the total expenditure in the State of $4,790.6 million visitors, staying in 
commercial accommodation account for 57.5 percent ofthe total. Package Tour visitors 
account for 6.6 percent. Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors account for 21.4 percent, 
Daytrippers account for 12.3 percent and Backpacker visitors account for 2.2 percent of 
the total visitor expenditure in the State. The table also indicates the distribufion among 
the regions of the contribution of visitor expenditure by each category of visitor. Thus 
whilst the Gold Coast region accounts for 32 percent of visitor expenditure for the 
category of visitors staying in commercial accommodation, 33.1 percent of visitor 
expenditure for the category of Daytripper visitor goes to the Gold Coast region. 
Velho, A.M., 1991, The Economic Impact of Backpack Travellers on the Brisbane-Moreton Economy, Unpublished 
M.Bus.(Management) Thesis, Queensland University of Technology, Brisbane. 
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Table 5.1-10: Total Visitor Expenditure by Regional Distribution in Queensland for 
visitors staying in Commercial Accommodation 1989-90 (SOOOs) 
REGIONS 
Gold Coast 
Brisbane 
Sunshine Coast 
Balance of Moreton 
Brisbane-Moreton^^ 
Darling Downs 
Fitzroy 
Wide bay-Burnett 
Mackay 
Northern 
Far North 
West Queensland 
Queensland 
TOTAL 
($•000) 
891,409 
386,157 
236,894 
35,356 
1,549,815 
64,242 
141,129 
124,300 
251,935 
137,282 
423,528 
64,745 
$2,756,975 
PERCENT 
% 
32.30% 
14.00% 
8.60% 
1.30% 
56.20% 
2.30% 
5.10% 
4.50% 
9.10% 
5.00% 
15.40% 
2.30% 
100.00% 
Figure 5-1 Diagram illustrating Queensland Regional Distribution of Tourist Expenditure 
Queensland Regional Distribution of Total Tourist Expenditure 
West 
Queensland 
Northem 
Mackay 
Wide Bay 
Burnett 
Gold Coast 
Fitzn 
Darling 
Brisbane 
unshir 
oast 
Downs ^ ^ ' ^ 
Moreton 
n Gold Coast 
B Brisbane 
D Sunshine Coast 
D Balance of Moreton 
• Darling Downs 
D Fitzroy 
B Wide bay-Bumett 
D Mackay 
B Northern 
M Far north 
D West Queensland 
Table 5.1-10 indicates the regional distribution of tourist expenditure in Queensland in 
terms of total expenditure for visitors staying in commercial accommodation. It shows 
that the Gold Coast Region accounts for more than 32 percent of total tourist expenditure 
Brisbane-Moreton region comprises the aggregation of the Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of 
Moreton Regions. 
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in the state with the Far North Region close behind accounting for more than 15 percent. 
However the whole of the Brisbane-Moreton region, including the Gold and Sunshine 
Coasts, as wefi as Brisbane and the Balance of the Moreton region, comprises 56.2 
percent of tourist activity in the State for this category of tourist. This indicates that 
more than half the tourists coming to Queensland visit the South-Eastem portion of the 
State. It is interesting to note that visitors to the Brisbane region account for a smaller 
amount of total tourist expenditure (14%) than does the Far North Region (15.4%). 
Brisbane tends to attract its visitors because of its capital-city status where visitors to the 
region come for a wide variety of purposes. In contrast, visitors to the Far North 
Queensland region overwhelmingly visit for the purpose of holiday/recreation activities. 
Table 5.1-11 indicates the regional pattem ofthe tourist expenditure (Table 5.1-10) in 
Queensland in terms of expenditure categories. The percentage distribution of the main 
categories of tourist expenditure is also illustrated. 
By carefully examining the Table 5.1-11 it is clear that the visitors to the Gold Coast 
Region spend a greater proportion of the total expenditure in the region on 
pleasure/shopping (34%) than on accommodation costs (23%). In contrast, the Far North 
Region visitors spend a greater proportion of their total expenditure on accommodation 
costs (30%) than they do on pleasure/shopping (24%). In, fact these Far North visitors 
also spend more of their total budget on transport/fares (19%) compared with Gold Coast 
visitors ((6%) indicating that they travel around the region significantly or that the 
relative cost of transport is greater than in the Gold Coast Region. 
h is interesfing to see from Table 5.1-11 that the Fitzroy region is different from most 
other regions in its pattem of expenditure in that tourists spend approximately 20 percent 
of their budget on food purchased within the accommodation sector. This contrasts with 
similar regions such as the Wide Bay-Bumett region where the proportion of visitor 
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expenditure is only 3 percent on these items and the Mackay region reveals a proportion 
of approximately 7 percent ofthe visitor's budget on Food in the accommodation sector. 
All regions reveal a relafively high proportion of the visitor's budget being spent on 
accommodation, up to 37 percent in the case of the Balance of Moreton region. 
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5.2 Tourism Activity by Visitors in Commercial 
Accommodation 
Table 5.2-1 shows an example from the RETA-Q for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in terms of visitor nights for the Brisbane region. 
The table shows the visitor nights in rank order so that visitors from Sydney are 
shown to spend the most number of visitor nights in the region followed by 
visitors from Other Queensland. The table also indicates the purpose of visit. 
Some interesting features of the table are that for the visitors from Japan, 54 
percent of the visitor nights are for the purpose of holiday whereas 27 percent 
vish for business purposes. Also 54 percent of visitors from Melboume do so for 
the purpose of business whereas only 22 percent of visitors to the Brisbane region 
do so for the purpose of holiday/recreation, with another 9 percent of visitor 
nights spent for the purpose of visiting friends and relatives. Tuming now to 
overseas visitors it is evident that 82 percent of visitor nights spent by travelers 
from the USA do so for the purpose of holiday/recreation with only 12 percent 
for business purposes. This contrasts with Sydney visitors where 56 percent of 
visitor nights spent in the Brisbane region are for the purpose of business with 
only 23 percent of visitor nights for the purpose of holiday/recreation. For 
Sydney visitors this suggests that there are insufficient motivating factors to 
holiday in the Brisbane region compared with business attractiveness. 
Page 175 
Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
Table 5.2-1: Brisbane Region, Tourism By Main Purpose of Visit by Visitors Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation, Visitor Nights ('000s) 
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PERCENT 
>-
< 
Q 
_ l 
o 
X 
C/3 
Q : UJ 
u. cc C
O
N
F
E
R
E
N
C
E
 
/S
EM
IN
AR
 
C
O
N
F
E
R
E
N
C
E
 
/T
OU
R
 
O
T
H
E
R
 
B
U
S
I
N
E
S
S
 
E
D
U
C
A
T
I
O
N
 
W
O
R
K
I
N
G
 
H
O
L
I
D
A
Y
 
O
T
H
E
R
 
T
O
T
A
L
 
COOOs); COOOs); ('ooos)i cooos); cooos); ('ooos)i cooos): cooos); cooos) 
1,458 324 60 18 860 46 188 257 3,211 
45%| 10% 2% 1% 27% 1%i 6% 8%; 100% 
SYDNEY 78 
PERCENT i 23% 
OTHER OLD 65 
PERCENT 22% 
39; 4; 0; 190; 9; 14; 4; 338 
12% 1% 0%i 56% 3% 4%; 1% 100% 
4o; 15: 2; 7o; 3; i i ; 83; 289 
14% 5% 1% 24% 1%) 4% 29%| 100% 
OTHER NSW 136| 14; 3: 0; 78 
PERCENT I 48% 5% 1%i 0%) 27% 
BRISBANE 236; 5; 5; 0; 11 
PERCENT 91% 2%| 2%; 0% 4% 
MELBOURNE 43 
PERCENT I 22% 
U.K. 91 
PERCENT 51% 
N.Z. NTH ISLAND 102 
PERCENT 65% 
OTHER VIC i 53 
PERCENT 38% 
JAPAN 68 
PERCENT 54% 
TOWNSVILLE 22 
PERCENT 24% 
U.S.A. 69 
PERCENT 82% 
18 
9% 
13 
7% 
O; 0; 106 
0%; 0% 54% 
18; 8; 28; 285 
6% 3% 10% 100% 
0; 0; 3; 260 
0% 0%; 1%l 100% 
0; 15: 14; 196 
0%; 8% 7%i 100% 
o; 6; 13; 2; 54; 1 
0% 3%i 7%| 1% 30%) 1% 
19; 0| 7i 16; 0: 7; 6 
12%| 0% 4% 10% 0%| 4% 4% 
31 
22% 
1; 0; 32; 0 
1%; 0% 23%) 0% 
10: 10; O; 241 1 
8% 8%i 0% 19%| 1% 
37; 3; O; 26 
40%; 3% 0%) 28% 
i ; i ; 0; 9 
1% 1%| 0% 11% 
SUNSHINE COAST j 6i 30 
PERCENT 7%| 37% 
N.Z. STH ISLAND 58; 7 
PERCENT 73% I 9% 
22; 0 
16%) 0% 
10; 3 
8%; 2% 
180 
100% 
156 
100% 
139 
100% 
126 
100% 
1; 0; 2; 92 
1% 0% 2% 100% 
1 
1% 
2: I i 84 
2%; 1%| 100% 
5; 0; 13; 1; 0; 27| 82 
6% 0% 16%i 1%i 0%; 33%i 100% 
0: 0; 10; 0; 1: 3; 80 
0% 0%) 13%) 0% 1%i 4%| 100% 
The New Zealand visitors' main purpose of visit measured in terms of visitor 
nights is for the purpose of holiday/recreation, accounting for 65 percent of all 
visitor nights for New Zealand's North Island and 73 percent of visitor nights 
from New Zealand's South Island. 
As a comparison. Table 5.2-2 shows information for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodafion for the Far North Queensland Region. Of all visitor 
nights, 80 percent are spent for the purpose of holiday recreation with only 9 
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percent for business purposes. Visitors from the United Kingdom account for the 
most number of visitor nights in the region followed by visitors from Brisbane 
and then Sydney and Melboume. The table is arranged in visitor nights in rank 
order so that it is easy to identify the main source of visitors for various purposes. 
Visitors from the United States of America account for the fifth greatest number 
of visitor nights in the Far North region with 93 percent of those visitors arriving 
for the purpose of holiday/recreation. It is surprising to notice the absence of a 
large number of visitor nights spent in the region by visitors from the Asian 
countries . 
Table 5.2-2: Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Main Purpose of Visit, Visitors Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation, Visitor Nights ('000s) 
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Although Japan does not appear in the rank order for significant visitor nights, it does, however, appear 
ninth in the rank order for total expenditure in the region (see Table 5.2-5). 
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Visitors from the United Kingdom spend the most visitor nights in the region and 
the main purpose of visit is for holiday/recreation with as much as 24 percent of 
visitor nights spent by people on working holiday. 
Table 5.2-3 shows the distribution of visitor expenditure for visitors to the Gold 
Coast region ranked in order of total expenditure. Visitors from Sydney and 
Melboume contribute most to region in expenditure terms. Interestingly for 
visitors to the Gold Coast region, Melboume visitors spend more of their budget 
on pleasure/shopping items (32 percent) than they do on accommodation (22 
percent. This contrasts with visitors from Sydney who spend more of their 
budget on accommodation costs (30 percent) than they do on pleasure/shopping 
(21 percent). 
Table 5.2-3: Gold Coast Region, Selected Expenditure by all Visitors for all Purposes of Visit, Ranked in 
Descending Order of Total Expenditure ($ '000s) 
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Visitors from New Zealand's North and South Islands also spend a greater 
proportion of their budget on pleasure/shopping (45 percent each) than they do on 
Page 178 
Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
either accommodafion (17 percent and 16 percent respecfively) or on food items 
(14 percent and 23 percent respectively). Most surprisingly is the expenditure 
pattem of visitors from Japan where a total of 68 percent of the total spent in the 
Gold Coast Region is spent on pleasure/shopping items with only 14 percent 
spent on accommodation costs. 
Table 5.2-4 shows the expenditure pattem of visitors to the Brisbane region in 
rank order (descending). Again visitors from Sydney and Melboume spent the 
most in the Brisbane region in dollar terms followed by visitors from New 
Zealand's North Island and Japan. It is interesting to note that whilst visitors 
from Sydney spent 42 percent of their budget on accommodation and only 11 
percent on pleasure shopping this may indicate that accommodation costs relating 
to business purposes are of a less concem than pleasure shopping items. 
Table 5.2-4 Brisbane Region, selected Expenditure by all Tourists for all Purposes ranked in Descending 
Order of Total Expenditure (S'OOOs) 
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Examining Table 5.2-1 and Table 5.2-4 together we can see that the purpose of 
visit may well influence the type of expenditure pattem that is presented. We see 
that visitors from Melboume staying more visitor nights for the purpose of 
business visits than for holiday/recreation and spending 35 percent of their budget 
on accommodation costs compared with 19 percent on pleasure/shopping. 
This contrasts with visitors to the Brisbane region from New Zealand whose main 
purpose of visit in terms of visitor nights is for holiday/recreation where up to 48 
percent of the budget is spent on pleasure/shopping with only up to 29 percent on 
accommodation costs. 
Table 5.2-5 shows visitors to the Far North Queensland Region by type of 
expenditure. Visitors from the USA spend the most in total. However, visitors 
from the UK spend comparatively more than those from the USA on transport 
and food. It is interesting to note that more overseas visitors have a significant 
level of spending in the Far North Queensland Region than they do in the 
Brisbane region (refer Table 5.2-4). For example, the Far North Queensland 
region receives significant expenditure levels from visitors originating in the 
U.S.A., the U.K., Other Europe, Germany, Japan, New Zealand and Canada 
whereas the Brisbane region receives significant expenditures from visitors 
originating in New Zealand, the U.K. and Japan. Overseas visitors to the Far 
North region spend proportionally more of their budget on accommodation than 
they do on pleasure/shopping. For example, visitors from Germany spend 26 
percent on accommodation compared with 19 percent on pleasure shopping; and 
Canada 18 percent on accommodation compared with 16 percent on 
pleasure/shopping. The table also indicates that more of the budget is spent on 
transport/fares by these countries (up to 42 percent for Canada and 45 percent by 
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German visitors) than is the case for visitors from Brisbane (17 percent) and 
Sydney (18 percent). This may be an indication of the type of transport used 
where visitors from within Australia may well have more local knowledge of 
cheaper transport costs. 
Table 5.2-5: Far North Queensland Region, Selected Expenditure by all Visitors, for all Purposes, Ranked in 
Descending Order of Total Expenditure (S'OOOs) 
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The following sections show selected tourism activities for selected regions. 
These have been taken directly from the RETA-Q database by the query process. 
That is, the query set up in Table 5.3-1 for example, relates to the number of 
visitors to the Brisbane region for the purpose of visiting friends and relatives as 
well as their place of origin, average daily expenditure and total expenditure. A 
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similar query relating to the Far North Queensland is established and the results 
are presented in Table 5.3-2. 
5.3 Tourism Activity by Visitors Visiting Friends and 
Relatives 
Tourism activity by those visiting friends and relatives (VFR) for the Brisbane 
and Far North Queensland regions are shown in Table 5.3-1 and Table 5.3-2. 
The Brisbane region receives more visitors from interstate than either from 
overseas or from Queensland whilst the Far North Queensland Region has 
significantly more visitors from within Queensland than from either interstate or 
overseas. 
Table 5.3-1: Brisbane Region, Tourism Expenditure (S'OOOs) and Visitor Nights ('000s) by Visitors for the 
Purpose of Visiting Friends and Relatives 
REGION ORIGIN VISITOR NIGHTS TOTAL AVERAGE DAILY 
EXPENDITURE EXPENDITURE $ 
BR 
BR 
BR 
BR 
INTERSTATE 
OVERSEAS 
QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL 
4,470.8 
3,625.8 
2,599.0 
10,695.7 
124,683.5 27.9 
121,897.5 33.6 
76,319.0 29.4 
322,900.0 30.2 
However, in Far North Queensland the overseas visitors spend more during their 
stay than do either the intrastate visitors or the interstate visitors. 
Table 5.3-2: Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Expenditure (S'OOOs) and Visitor Nights ('000s) by 
Visitors for the Purpose of Visiting Friends and Relatives 
REGION ORIGIN VISITOR NIGHTS TOTAL AVERAGE DAILY 
EXPENDITURE EXPENDITURE $ 
FNQ 
FNQ 
FNQ 
FNQ 
INTERSTATE 
OVERSEAS 
QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL 
804.5 
581.0 
2,056.0 
3,438.2 
39.887.9 49.6 
38,996.6 67.1 
24,415.5 11.9 
103,300.0 30.0 
The above tables show totals for Visiting Friends and Relatives (VFR) 
expenditure, average daily expenditure as well as total visitor nights. The detail 
in these tables is limited because of the nature of the query developed in the 
RETA-Q. A more refined query would yield more detailed results An example 
of such a query is given in the resuhs presented in Table 5.2-4 where the 
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expenditure pattem of visitors to the Brisbane region is shown for all purposes 
and ranked in descending order of total expenditure. 
5.4 Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors 
In terms of backpacker visitors comparing Table 5.4-1 with Table 5.4-2 it is 
revealed that backpackers to the Far North Queensland region visit in greater 
numbers and spend less on a daily basis than backpackers visiting the Brisbane 
region. The RETA-Q reveals that backpacker visitors to the Brisbane region 
spent on average $67.80 a day, with spending on transport approximately $3.00 
per day of that amount. Spending on accommodation averaged at $18.20 per 
night. 
Table 5.4-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors Staying in Backpacker Commercial 
Accommodation 
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The total number of backpacker nights spent in the Far North Queensland region 
is estimated at 555,895. Average daily expenditure is estimated to be $65.60 
with spending on transport comprising approximately $15.40 on an average basis. 
Spending on accommodation accounts for approximately $19.60 on a daily basis. 
Table 5.4-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Backpacker Visitors Staying in Backpacker 
Commercial Accommodation 
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These results suggest that backpacking is more popular in the Far North 
Queensland region than it is in the capital city region of Brisbane. 
These tables yield total values for Backpackers as a visitor group. Since some 
regions show no values for backpacker visitors the results should be treated with 
caufion. 
5.5 Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 
Table 5.5-1 shows that daytripper visitors to the Brisbane region spent a total of 
$134,372.0 during 1989-90. Daytrippers do not have accommodation costs and 
their daily expenditure is largely due to transport costs and pleasure/shopping 
activities. Average daily expenditure for daytripper visitors is estimated at 
$14.70. 
Table 5.5-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 
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Compared with daytrippers in the Brisbane region the Far North Queensland 
region accounts for fewer daytripper visitors with a total expenditure of only 
$36,892.1. The Brisbane region boasts a large number of visitor attractions 
which are aimed at a relatively large capital city population base. 
Table 5.5-2 shows average daily expenditure for daytripper visitors to the Far 
North Queensland Region estimated at $19.10, which is more than Brisbane 
daytrippers spend on average. This suggests that the average costs of daytripper 
attractions/activities in the Far North region are greater than those in the Brisbane 
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region. Average daily spending on transport by daytrippers in the Far North 
Region is $7.00 compared with $4.00 in the Brisbane region. 
Table 5.5-2 Far North Queensland Region, Tourism Activity by Daytripper Visitors 
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5.6 Tourism Activity by Origin of Tourist 
In terms of Origin of visitors Table 5.6-1 shows an example of the regional 
distribufion of visitors originating from Japan for the purpose of business. The 
destination regions of Brisbane and Far North Queensland are shaded to show the 
percentage distribution ofthe expenditure pattem for these regions. For example, 
visitors from Japan spend approximately 30 percent of their budget on Food in 
their Accommodation compared with only 7 percent for Brisbane visitors from 
Japan. RETA-Q can be searched for any category of visitor in terms of origin of 
visitor and this information could be used in developing tourism strategies at the 
regional level by targeting particular tourism generating countries which indicate 
interest in particular purpose visits. 
Table 5.6-1 shows the main destination regions in Queensland for visitors from 
Japan for the purpose of business or business related activities as well as their 
expenditure pattem. It shows that Japanese visit mainly the Brisbane region and 
the Far North region for business purposes. All other regions show empty cells in 
the table for Japanese business visitors. It could be suggested that visits to 
Queensland for business purposes by the Japanese is limited to a few target 
regions. 
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Table 5.6-1: Tourism Activity of Visitors Originating from Japan, for the Purpose of Business, Expenditure 
(S'OOOs) 
OR
IG
IN
 
Gold Coast 
FO
OD
-
AC
CO
M
M
O
-
DA
TI
ON
 
FO
OD
-
EX
TE
RN
L 
($'000s) |($'000s) 
PL
EA
SU
RE
/ 
SH
OP
PI
NG
 
TR
AN
SP
O
RT
/ 
FA
RE
S 
($'000s) l($'000s) 
01 0 0; 0 
Far North Qld 2531 31 ; o; 0 
Percent 30%; 4% 
Fitzroy 
Darling Downs 
Mackay 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0%; 0% 
0 0 
0 
o; o; 0 
0 
0 
Wide Bay-Burnett 1 O; 01 Oi 0 
Brisbane 5101 1.384 
Percent 7%1 20% 
West QLD 01 0 
280 
4% 
0 
355 
PE
TR
0L
7 
O
IL
,E
TC
 
"
vim
cL
^E
 
RE
NT
AL
 
($'000s) 
0 
($'000s) 
0 
0: 0 
0%; 0% 
0 
0 
0 
OT
HE
R 
($'000s) 
0 
0 
AC
CO
M
M
O
-
DA
TI
ON
-C
OS
T 
($'000s) 
0 
566 
0%; 67% 
TO
TA
L 
($'000s) 
0 
849 
100% 
0: 01 0: 0 
0 
0 
0 0 
0 
5%1 0% 
01 0 
Northern 0; 0; O; O; 0 
Balance of 
Moreton 
Sunshine Coast 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0; 0 
o; 0 
0: 0 
0 
0%1 0% 
0 
0 
0 
4,317 6,846 
63% 100% 
0; 0: 0 0 
0: 0; 0 
0; 0| 0; 0 
o; o; o; 0 
0: 0 
0 
0 
o; 01 0 
Of the total expenditure for these Japanese visitors to the Far North Queensland 
region, 67 percent ofthe visitor's budget is spent on accommodation costs. This 
contrasts with the spending on accommodation costs for Japanese business 
visitors to the Brisbane region of 63 percent of the visitor's budget. The 
expenditure on food as part of the accommodation sector is relatively higher in 
the Far North Queensland region (30 percent) than in the Brisbane region where 
it accounts for only 7 percent ofthe budget ofthe visitors. 
In a similar way Table 5.6-2 shows the regional distribution of Japanese visitors 
for the purpose of holiday/recreation together with their categories of expenditure 
It is clear that visitors from Japan favour the Gold Coast region for 
holiday/recreation purposes with these visitors spending around $94.6 million 
dollars during the 1989-90 period. The distribution of this expenditure indicates 
that the Japanese spend approximately 67 percent of the total on pleasure 
/shopping activities in the Gold Coast region. 
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Table 5.6-2: Tourism Activity of Visitors Originating from Japan, for the Purpose of Holiday Recreation, 
Expenditure (S'OOOs) 
O
RI
G
IN
 
FO
O
D-
AC
CO
M
M
O
-
DA
TI
O
N 
1 (S'OOOs) 
Northern 0 
Percent 0% 
West Qld 0 
Sunshine Coast 0 
Percent 0% 
Mackay 52 
Percent 18% 
Balance of 0 
Moreton 
Gold Coast 1 7,950 
Percent 8% 
Fitzroy 
Percent 
Far North Qld 
Percent 
0 
0% 
845 
5% 
Darling Downs 0 
FO
OD
-
EX
TE
RN
L 
PL
EA
SU
RE
/ 
SH
O
PP
IN
G
 
TR
AN
SP
O
RT
/ 
FA
RE
S 
PE
TR
O
L/
 
O
IL
,E
TC
 
\/E
H
IC
[E
"" 
RE
NT
AL
 
O
TH
ER
 
AC
CO
M
M
O
-
DA
TI
O
N-
CO
ST
 
TO
TA
L 
($'000s)| (S'OOOs): ($'000s)l ($'000s)| ($'000s)j ($'000s)l ($'000s)l (S'OOOs) 
59| 9 84 0 0 4 75 231 
26% 4% 37% 0% 0% 2% 32% 100% 
01 O; 01 01 0 0 
1021 0: 01 531 01 0 
43% 0% 0%) 22% 0% 0% 
6 
2% 
0 
6,271 
7% 
38| 159; 0; 0; 9 
13% 53% 0%| 0% 3% 
01 0\ 01 0; 0 
63,2991 1,7431 0; 01 53 
67% 2% 0% 0% 0% 
61 631 68; 70; 0 
1 % 12% 13% 13% 0% 
1,339 
8% 
0 
1,515 
9% 
7,7121 0; 267 
48% 0% 2% 
01 01 0| 0 
0 
0% 
131 
1 % 
0 
0; 0 
841 240 
35% 100% 
34; 298 
12% 100% 
0; 0 
15,2741 94,590 
16% 100% 
3271 533 
6 1 % 100% 
4,386: 16,194 
27%' 100% 
0 0 
5.7 Tourism Activity by Occupation of Tourist 
This section details the occupation of the head of household in terms of visitor 
groups. Visitor nights for the occupational grouping were calculated by 
multiplying the average of the number of group nights by the occupational 
groups. 
Table 5.7-1 indicates that for the Brisbane region the main occupation for visitors 
to the region in terms of visitor groups was the Manager/Executive category. This 
category of occupation featured as significant in all regions except for visitors 
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from Caims/Tableland (17.87 groups), Sydney (37.42 groups), and Melboume 
(21.39 groups). The next important category of occupation for visitors to the 
Brisbane region is the technical trades. Table 5.7-1 shows that 55.89 groups 
belonged to the occupational category of technical trade with 56.15 groups 
coming from Melboume, and 50.66 groups coming from Sydney. Overall the 
manager/execufive occupational category accounted for 95.27 groups from the 
Gold Coast, 97.98 groups from Brisbane, 90.54 groups from the Sunshine Coast 
and 93.8 groups from Maryborough regions. Since income levels of managing 
executives are generally relatively higher than those for other occupational 
groups such as the technical trades or clerical/sales, this could have implications 
for tourism policy directed at particular occupational groups. 
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Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
Occupafional visitor groups are shown for the Far North Queensland region in Table 
5.7-2 with number of groups and group nights calculated as described for Table 5.7-1 
above. The most significant occupational category in terms of visitor groups for the Far 
North Queensland region is the manager/executive category with 100.0 groups from the 
Maryborough (Wide Bay-Bumett) region. The Caims/Tableland (Far North 
Queensland) region accounts for 98.28 groups with Rockhampton/Gladstone (Fitzroy) 
region accounting for 96.43 manager/executive groups. The Sunshine Coast and 
Mackay/Proserpine regions are also significant in this occupational category with 83.53 
groups and 73.74 groups respectively in the manager/executive occupational category. 
The technical trade occupational category accounts for the next most significant visitor 
groups in terms of occupation. Melboume with 57.84 groups and Brisbane with 41.56 
groups in this category are the most important. 
It is interesting to note that for the regions of Brisbane, Sydney and Townsville the 
professional occupational category does not account for a significant number of visitor 
groups to the Far North Queensland region accounting for only 1.96, 1.84 and 1.63 
groups respecfively. 
Page 190 
CD 
:!> 
O 
c 
c 
.0 
CJ 
O 
c 
,^ 
>) 
s: 
1) 
a 
O J 
I 
iN3an is 
S I N NNn 1 3 a 
idiAi3 I O N a i i 3 a 
S I N i n o H 
S 3 i i n a 31AI0H 
S I N >iSNniM3S 
1l>1SNn/llM3S 
S I N 0 X 3 lAI 
0 3 X 3 30VNV1AI 
S I N d13S 
1dlAI3 d13S 
S I N a 3 1 0 
S31VS d 3 1 0 
S I N a d l H 0 3 1 
3 a v a i H 0 3 1 
S I N d O d d 
IVNOISSSdOdd 
Nioiao 
<ojo j o l o Q CXjO j o j o 
^M--^-i.... 
| 0 
.•^ . c j o 
to u>, 
> izj 
O | 0 
o j o 
CD jCD 
l o l o l o 
>^  <oi° iP i ° 
O C L | 0 | 0 | 0 
i5\ \ \ 
C3)l j I 
Vi
si
to
r 
N
ig
ht
s 
0.
03
 
0.
00
 
o 
M- ( 0 | O 
o Q ^ c ^ 
CM 
l o 
(0 C3)J 
> Z l 
| 0 
v_ (0 o 
O glCD 
0)i 
o | | q 
•(0 cni'~ 
> z | 
Tl- l O 
T - j o 
• ^ jCD 
CD l o 
O I O 
CD i c D 
i n | 0 
in j o 
CO jCD 
h- l o h- l o 
CD icsi 
l o ICD 
^ coi"^ I T 
o cijcM leg 
iir r 
0)i 1 
o | i ° (0 cnj° 
> ^ i 
o oJ^^ 
^ 3 l C O 
i 2i 
on 
o|i? 
•<0 C! ) ] *^ 
> Z i 
n ^ 
z 2 
(0 C!) 
> z 
u_ (0 
.11 
to en 
> Z 
„_ to 
z 2 
T— 
f O 
CD 
eg 
CO 
CD 
5 
CO 
CD 
o 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
H 
CO 
< 
O 
o 
Q 
_ i 
O 
o 
CO 
i n 
CO 
oo 
• ^ I O 
T - ] 0 
CD jCD 
I-. j o 
r- j o 
' t ICD 
CD 
CO 
CD 
CD 
OD 
T f 
o 
CD 
o 
T t 
CD 
Tl-
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
CD l o 
in l o 
•^ icD 
T t 1 
in l o 
o j O 
CD icD 
CD I O O) i o 
T- i<D 
B
R
IS
BA
N
E
 
SU
N
SH
IN
E
 
C
O
AS
T 
0.
00
 
o 
o 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
o 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
o 
o 
CD 
O 
T t 
CM 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
o 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
O 
O 
CD 
I 
O 
3 
O 
01 
o 
CQ 
>-
cn 
< 
2 
o l o l o l o l o 
CD jcp j o | 0 l o 
CD ICD ICD icD icD 
'cb j o [ o To T o 
CD ] 0 i o j o j o 
CD jCD ICD jCD ICD 
O IO l o l o q IO IO IO 
CD iCD jcb icD 
o 
o 
d 
' d f o i^CD \<D T o 
CD jCp l O | 0 | 0 
CD IcD jCD ICD jCD 
*o""rcD j 6 " " t 5 " t o " " 
CD l o j o j o j o 
CD jCD icD jcD ICD 
o l o l o l o iTt CD j p ICD j q ICD 
CD icb icD icD icb 
d | 0 | d i d icsi 
o j o j o | 0 jr~-
d j d j d I d j-r-^  
r- IT - II-~ ICD ICD 
CO I t o i t -~ !•<- l o o 
•"-^  icM l-r^ icM icg 
CD 
i n 
o 
o 
d 
CD i T t l e g l o o 
T t j r ^ JT- ICM 
CD ifO i-r-: iod 
CD jh . - ]CD |CD 
O I O 
O I O 
d j d 
d j o j o 
o j o l o d i d i d 
00 
- t 
d 
CO 
O) 
I D 
T— 
i n 
i n 
d 
T -
CD 
CM 
eg 
o 
o 
d 
o 
q 
d 
O 
Cfl 
UJ 
OQ 
< 
Q 
z 
3 
CQ 
o 
o 
d 
d 
o 
d 
CO 
CM 
d 
i n 
d 
en l O 
o JTt 
d j d 
r-- lr~. 
in j q 
CO icD 
o l o 
O I O 
d i d 
o i d 
O I O 
d i d 
R
O
C
KH
AM
PT
O
N
/ 
G
LA
D
ST
O
N
E
 
M
A
C
KA
Y/
PR
O
SE
R
PI
N
E
 
CD 
o 
d 
CD 
n 
CM 
o 
o 
d 
^o 
o 
d 
CM 
d 
CT) 
oo 
T t 
o 
d 
CO q 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
io iz 
lUJ 
_ l CQ 
- 1 < 
> t 
CO CO 
z iz 
o < h- i o 
0.
00
 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
o 
d 
o 
CM 
O 
d 
Tj-
d 
o 
.(— 
ro 
o 
CD 
T t 
o 
d 
CD 
en 
CO 
CO 
eg 
d 
CTl 
ro 
CD 
CD 
00 
d 
5 
tri 
ro 
ro 
O 
d 
i n 
T t 
T— 
Q 
_ l 
o 
en 
m 
I 
o 
0.
00
 
o 
o 
d 
o q d 
CD 
CO 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
T - i r ^ 
O | 0 
d I d 
CM 
d 
eg 
d 
T— 
oo 
od 
en 
CD 
d 
i n 
CD 
cd 
CM 
CO 
T t 
d 
i n 
CO 
o 
d 
00 
q 
o q 
T— 
q 
5-
T t 
o 
d 
T t 
q 
T— 
> 
LU 
Z 
Q 
>-
CO 
o 
CO 
CM 
eg 
o 
d 
o q 
en q 
l O 
CD 
1 ^ 
i n 
CD 
CM 
d 
CD 
d 
o 
T— 
d 
o 
T t 
CO 
i n 
d 
o 
CM 
eg 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
CO 
z 
en 
LU 
I 
1 -
o 
000 
000 
"o I O " 
O l O 
d I d 
o l o 
o i o 
d i d 
T- " i d 
o i o d j d 
do | 0 
Tt j o 
d j d 
CD l o o 
o ! •<-
d i d 
CD i c g 
T t JT t 
CM jr~-' 
CD i T t 
CD ICO 
d i'"-^  
i n i T t 
in loo 
h.^  iiri 
CM i m 
CO lOO 
CM ICM 
d i d 
00 •' 
CD 
cri 
CO 
o 
d 
CO ^ 
—^ 
en q 
T— 
00 
i n 
eg 
o 
d 
eg 
00 
d 
i n q 
o 
d 
o 
CD 
d 
CD 
i n 
d 
o 
i n 
CM 
o 
o 
d 
o 
o 
d 
M
EL
BO
U
R
N
E
 
O
TH
ER
 
V
IC
 
a. 
Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
5.8 Tourism Activity by Sex and Age of Tourist 
This section shows the sex and age of visitors as a proportion of groups by visitor origin. 
The table indicates the percentage of the total in terms of the relevant age group and sex 
category. Thus Table 5.8-1 indicates that 10.4 percent of visitors from Brisbane to the 
Far North Region were less than fourteen years of age and male. 
It is interesting to note that male visitors outnumber female visitors to the Far North 
Queensland region. That is, males in all age categories account for 57 percent of all 
visitors with females accounting for 43 percent. 
In terms of the age distribution for males, more visitors in the age group 25 - 34 years 
(13 percent) visit the Far North Queensland region than any other age group. There is a 
similar age distribution for females with the predominant age bracket for travel to the Far 
North Queensland region being 25 - 34 years (12.6 percent). However, it is interesting to 
notice that the age group of 60-H for both males (8 percent) and females (8.1 percent) are 
an important category of visitor to the Far North. Male visitors from Tasmania (20.4 
percent) and females (23.7 percent) account for the majority of adult visitors, with 
children less than 14 years from Tasmania accounfing for 24.4 percent of visitor groups. 
Melboume is the only place of origin that has more females (54.3 percent) than males 
(45.7 percent) visiting the Far North Queensland region. 
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Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
Table 5.8-2 shows the Sex and Age distribution of visitors to the Brisbane Region in 
terms of Proportion of Groups by Origin of Visitor. 
For the Brisbane region the most significant age category is the 35 - 44 years category 
for males (15.1 percent) and the same category for females (10.11 percent). 
Males make up a larger proportion of visitors to the Brisbane region (60.85 percent) than 
females (39.15 percent). This may suggest the influence of business purposes in travel to 
the Brisbane region where more males might be thought to travel for business purposes 
than females. Altematively, this might reflect differential income rates for males 
compared with females. 
Visitors from the A.C.T. are predominantly male (81.24 percent) with only 18.76 percent 
of females visiting Brisbane from the A.C.T. 
Female visitors from the Northem Territory (55.4 percent) outstrip males (44.6 percent) 
in visits to Brisbane. 
Visitors to the Brisbane region from Tasmania have a relatively older age distribution 
with the 60 -i- age category comprising 46.84 percent of males and 45.97 percent of 
females. 
The next section examines the attraction of visitors to different regions in Queensland. 
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Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
5.9 Tourism by Main A ttraction 
The main attraction of visitors to the Brisbane region in terms of the percentage of 
visitors is presented in Table 5.9-1. The table indicates, for example, that 61.6 percent of 
visitors from the Gold Coast to Brisbane come for the main attraction of visiting friends 
and relatives with .59 percent of visitors indicating touring as an attraction to Queensland 
and the Brisbane region. 
Visitors from Sydney indicate their main attraction to Queensland whilst visiting the 
Brisbane region as being visiting fiiends and relatives (42.3 percent) with 6.26 percent of 
visitors finding the relaxing quiet ofthe region attractive. Touring is popular with 17.74 
percent of visitors from Sydney finding this attractive, with another 11.74 percent 
finding the warm weather attractive. 
Caims/Tableland (Far North Queensland region) visitors consider Brisbane's main 
attraction to be visiting friends and relatives with only 3.32 percent finding beach/water 
activities attractive. 
It is interesting to note that 12.37 percent of visitors staying in commercial 
accommodation and originating from the Brisbane region find the cheap accommodation 
an attractive feature ofthe region. 
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Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
Table 5.9-2 for the Far North Queensland region indicates the main attraction of visitors 
to the region in percentage terms. Table 5.9-2 shows that for visitors from S.E. Asia 
15.33 percent of visitors are attracted by the warm weather with 45.46 percent finding 
the Barrier Reef the most attractive aspect of visiting the region. 
It is interesting to note, but not surprising, that the visitors to the Far North Region 
originating from overseas countries find the most attractive feature of visiting the region 
the Great Barrier Reef with almost 70 percent of visitors from the United Kingdom, 63.2 
percent from the U.S.A., 54.23 percent from Canada and 53.86 percent from Germany 
indicating their attraction for the Barrier Reef. 
Not surprisingly visitors from overseas find the warm weather of the Far North 
Queensland region a major attraction to the region with visitors from the United 
Kingdom (11.58 percent), Germany (12.38 percent), Canada (8.44 percent) and other 
Europe (10.63 percent) citing the warm weather as a significant attraction for visiting the 
Far North Queensland region. 
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Chapter 5 Regional Estimates of Tourism Activity - RETA-Q 
The next chapter discusses the methodology for modelling tourism within an 
input-output framework and provides an outline of the model adopted for 
analysing the data in the RETA-Q. 
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6 Methodology for Measuring Tourism Impacts 
6.1 Introduction 
This chapter outlines the methodology for measuring the impacts of Tourism on 
the regions of Queensland. The development of the RETA-Q tourism industry 
database for Queensland regions makes it possible to measure the economic impact 
of a range of tourism activities on each ofthe regions and the state as a whole. This 
is only part of the major contribution in this thesis. The development of 
differential multipliers to measure the economic impacts of different categories of 
tourist is another major contribution in this thesis. The RETA-Q has not only 
extended the existing information base on tourism activity in Queensland on a 
regional basis, but also allowed, for the first time, the economic analyses of 
different categories of tourist activity on a regional basis in Queensland. It is the 
first time in Australia that this kind of detailed regional analysis of tourism has 
been undertaken. This has enabled a holistic view of the tourism industry's 
contribution to the Queensland economy and its regions to be identified and the 
results form the basis of the implications for regional tourism policy that follow in 
Chapter 9. 
6.2 General Methodology 
Since one objective of this thesis is to measure the economic impact ofthe RETA-
Q tourism data on the regions of Queensland for a number of visitor categories, the 
preferred methodology for such an analysis is input-output analysis. Input-output 
analysis, as is discussed in the next section, is able to measure both the direct and 
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indirect effects of tourism expenditure. The Visitor Expenditure Analysis (VEA) 
Model, which is a special application of input-output methodology specifically 
developed for application to tourism data is the methodology chosen to analyse the 
tourism data in this thesis. 
A description of the VEA methodology using input-output multiplier analysis as it 
relates to tourism data follows a brief introduction to impact analysis that appears 
in the next section. The application ofthe VEA methodology to the tourism data in 
the RETA-Q database yields the results of the economic impacts of tourist 
expenditure on each Queensland region. The results ofthe total and disaggregated 
impacts in terms of output, income and employment effects are discussed in 
Chapter 8. The total tourism impacts for each Queensland region and for each of 
the main categories of visitor, together with the disaggregated flow-on effects, are 
presented in Appendices A to D at the end ofthe thesis. 
6.3 Impact Analysis 
There are many interpretations of the meaning of "impact". However, impact is 
generally acknowledged to refer to the effect or influence exerted by a new idea, 
concept or ideology. Here, the term impact, or economic impact, refers to the 
effect of changes in one component in an economy on other elements in the 
economy. With respect to measuring the economic impact of tourism spending the 
resuhs have implications for policy and plarming in an economy. 
When focusing on the implications of tourism activity for economic policy, it is 
important that not only the direct impact of tourism expenditure is measured but 
also the indirect or flow-on effects are identified. The term impact can refer to the 
immediate effects of some change in tourism spending. However, the longer-term 
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effects are likely to be different from the immediate effects. Tourism spending for 
example has an immediate impact on the local economy of direct expenditures. 
Nevertheless, there are longer term or indirect effects which taken together can be 
considered flow-on effects. The process of measuring the economic impact of 
tourism expenditure must include measures of both direct and indirect effects in 
order to give a complete picture ofthe impact of tourism activity on an economy. 
6.3.1 Input-Output Analysis and the VEA Model 
Input-output analysis is a tool for measuring the economic impacts of a change in 
spending on different sectors in an economy. The methodology is capable of 
measuring the direct and indirect impacts of tourist expenditure. That is, as well as 
measuring the immediate effects of a change in tourist spending, it is able to 
measure the flow-on effects which occur as other industries within the economy 
purchase inputs into the production process. Each level of production requires 
goods and services from other industries, as second, third and subsequent rounds of 
purchasing filters through the economy, with each subsequent round becoming 
smaller and less significant. The sum of these second and third round purchases is 
called the flow-on or indirect effect of an initial impact on an industry or sector. 
The input-output model reports the production and consumption of goods and 
services in an economy over a period of time (usually one year). Essentially, it is a 
fixed picture capturing the size, shape and essential features of the economy during 
that period. This is the main attraction ofthe input-output model. It includes all the 
transactions (both purchases and sales) which occurs during a study period and 
provides detail of the intersectoral interrelationships within the economy. A 
change in the purchases or sales in any industry can be traced through the economy 
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and the flow-on effects to every other industry can be calculated. The model is 
very useful at the regional level as the impact of any increased demand from say, 
tourists, on each industry in the regional economy can be measured. Any 
additional requirements in terms of infrastmcture (accommodation, transport, 
water, electricity etc.) can be estimated as well as the requirements of trade related 
industries. 
As with any empirical economic analysis, the input-output model has strengths and 
limitations. One of the major limitations of the model is the basis on which the 
direct coefficients are calculated. The input-output model relies on direct 
coefficients of production that are assumed constant over the period of application. 
It is a static model. As West and Bayne' point out, the application ofthe technique 
in a long-term planning and assessment framework should be handled with caution 
in the light of the assumption of the constancy of purchasing pattems within the 
industrial stmcture of the model. It should be noted also that, given the nature of 
the data and the techniques of analysis applied, that the accuracy of the resuhs of 
the data and the analyses that follow should be interpreted in a broad accuracy 
framework. While the model operates mathematically in a manner so as to 
produce results which appear to be precise, the accuracy of the estimates, as in 
most other economic studies of this nature, should be interpreted in an order-of 
magnitude framework only. 
West and Bayne, 1990, p.22. 
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The Visitor Expenditure Analysis (VEA) model is a special application of the 
standard input-output methodology designed specifically to measure the impact of 
tourist expenditures. The VEA methodology was chosen to analyse the 
Queensland regional tourism data in the RETA-Q database as it was specifically 
designed to handle tourism data. The VEA methodology uses the standard input-
output procedures for measuring tourism impacts with modifications to the data 
requirements with respect to the impacting agent ofthe tourism industry. Tourism 
expenditure data are inserted into the VEA and modelled as components of final 
demand with the intermediate sectors ofthe model remaining unchanged. 
In measuring the regional impact of tourism activity in Queensland it was 
necessary to have input-output tables for each ofthe regions of Queensland. 
Regional input-output tables for each of the regions of Queensland were developed 
by a group of researchers as the University of Queensland^. The VEA 
methodology utilises these regional input-output tables and these provided the 
West, G.R. and Bayne, B.A., 1990, Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model, An Economic Assessment Modelling 
System of Tourism Activity in Queensland, Report to the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 
Department of Economics, University of Queensland, Brisbane. 
' West, G.R., Jensen, R.C, Cheeseman, W.E., Bayne, B.A., Robinson, J.J., Jancic, H., Garhart, R.E., 1989, 
Regional and Interregional Input-Output Tables for Queensland, 1985-86, Report to the Queensland 
Treasury Department, Department of Economics, University of Queensland; Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 
1992, Projections ofthe Nature and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Brisbane Moreton Region, 1990-2011, 
Regional and Urban Economics Unit, Department of Economics, The University of Queensland, 
Queensland.; Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, Projections ofthe Nature and Structure ofthe Economy of 
the Wide Bay Burnett Region, 1990-2011, Regional and Urban Economics Unit, Department of Economics, 
The University of Queensland, Queensland. ;Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, Projections ofthe Nature 
and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Fitzroy Region, 1990-2011, Regional and Urban Economics Unit, 
Department of Economics, The University of Queensland, Queensland.; Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, 
Projections ofthe Nature and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Central West Region, 1990-2011, Regional 
and Urban Economics Unit, Department of Economics, The University of Queensland, Queensland.; 
Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, Projections ofthe Nature and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Mackay 
Region, 1990-2011, Regional and Urban Economics Unit, Department of Economics, The University of 
Queensland, Queensland. 
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basis for analysing the regional economic impact of tourism data derived from the 
RETA-Q database. 
The transactions tables for each of the regions in the State show a snapshot of the 
economic activity in each region and form the basis ofthe stmctural analysis ofthe 
regions of Queensland. These provide the context in which the economic 
significance of tourism activities in each region is discussed in Chapter 8. 
6.3.2 Modelling Tourism in an Input-Output Framework 
Tourism analysis involves a complex range of issues, which overlap a number of 
disciplines including sociology, economics, politics, govemment and the 
environment. In this, an economic analysis of tourism, the focus is on the analysis 
of tourist expenditures as they interface with suppliers of tourist commodities. The 
analysis can be made from either the supply side or the demand side. The supply 
side approach takes the view that the suppliers of goods and services to tourists are 
the tourist industry. The demand side approach considers tourist expenditures as 
being demand driven and tourist purchases dominate the industry. Suppliers' 
efforts are made in satisfying tourist demand. 
The standard input-output approach to economic analysis focuses on the industry 
side ofthe demand/supply equation. That is, the input-output transactions table 
reflects the purchases from and sales to specific industries that can be identified 
within a standard industrial classification. In the case of tourism activity, the 
industry approach becomes problematic because ofthe nature ofthe industry. A 
tourist travels to a source of supply rather than goods and services being distributed 
to a particular location. Further, most goods and services are supplied to local 
residents as well as tourists or visitors simultaneously, although the mix of goods 
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and services supplied may vary slightly without tourism. Finally, there is a problem 
with homogeneity of tourism product. For example, how much of a restaurant's 
takings is driven by demand from local residents and how much by tourists within 
an established tourist destination? These complexities can be extended to many 
sectors for example, transport, entertainment, wholesale/retail trade, 
accommodation etc. 
The demand side of tourist spending is easier to accommodate within the input-
output framework. With the demand side approach being applied to tourist 
expenditure, purchases by tourists can be classified as purchases by final users, i.e. 
as part of final consumption expenditures and thus as part of final demand in the 
input-output model. This avoids the difficulties associated with defining the tourist 
industry within the interindustry (or intermediate) quadrant ofthe input-output 
model. This final demand approach is the one taken by the Visitor Expenditure 
Model (VEA) used in the analysis ofthe data ofthe RETA-Q database. 
6.4 TheVEAModel^ 
The Visitor Expenditure Model (VEA) is a computerised economic assessment 
modelling system developed specifically to apply to tourism activity for regional 
Queensland. The development ofthe VEA modelling system was funded by the 
Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation (QTTC) to enable the QTTC to utilize 
the Major Survey Research Program (MSRP)^ to estimate the economic impact of 
Aislabie and Gordon, in Tisdell et al, 1988, reinforce the notion of diversity in tourism in their use ofthe term 
"differential" multipliers which attempts to capture the heterogeneity ofthe tourist industry. 
See West, G.R., and Bayne, B.A., 1990, Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model An Economic Assessment 
Modelling System of Tourism Activity in Queensland, Report to the Queensland Tourist and Travel 
Corporation, Department of Economics, University of Queensland, November. 
Major Survey Research Program for Queensland tourism data. 
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tourist expenditures. The VEA is designed to estimate the economic impacts of 
visitor expenditure not the production of a number of firms supplying goods and 
services to consumers some of whom may be tounsts. 
6.4.1 VEA Methodology and Scope 
The VEA, model uses the input-output methodology to estimate the direct and 
indirect or flow-on effects of tourism expenditures on the regional economies of 
Queensland. Whilst using standard input-output procedures for measuring tourism 
impacts it differs from the standard input-output model approach in that it directly 
allocates tourism expenditures to various categories of final demand within the 
model. Since this is an important feature ofthe VEA methodology, the nature of 
tourism demand and its significance in the VEA model is discussed in the next 
section with the emphasis being on the translation of visitor demand into dollar 
expenditures by tourists. 
6.4.2 Visitor Expenditures and the VEA Model 
Since the VEA model for measuring the economic impacts of tourism utilises the 
input-output methodology from the demand side approach, the nature of tourism 
demand is a critical component for the methodology. Visitor demand takes a 
variety of forms. Different categories of visitors to a region will have different 
purchasing pattems. For example, tourists staying in Commercial Accommodation 
in a Coastal region will have a different pattem of tourist spending than say, a 
Backpacker visitor staying in Backpacker accommodation in a mral region. 
Tourists originating from different countries have different accommodation 
West and Bayne point out that the supply approach is commonly used in studies ofthe economic significance 
of firms or industries, which is more complex in the case of tourism. (West and Bayne, 1990, p.26.) 
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requirements as well as different expenditure pattems. Thus, visitor demand is not 
homogeneous and the expenditure profile of visitors or tourists need to be 
representative ofthe category of visitor under study. The greater the number of 
expenditure items identified as being part of a particular tourist's expenditure 
profile the greater the ability to trace the forward and backward linkages of that 
expenditure throughout the economy. Hence, disaggregation of demand profiles is 
important not only in terms of accuracy but also in being able to identify various 
market characteristics which may suggest a regional policy response in terms of 
development ofthe regional economy. The expenditure categories identified in the 
RETA-Q database which are consistent with data collected by the Queensland 
Tourist and Travel Corporation's Queensland Visitor Survey is shown in Table 
6.4.2-1. As well as identifying tourist expenditure in these expenditure categories, 
the RETA-Q database also provides estimates of average daily expenditure across 
these categories per visitor night. This data was necessary for input into the VEA 
model as the model uses daily visitor expenditures to estimate total regional 
impacts. Total expenditure is the aggregate ofthe expenditure values across the 
expenditure categories for each region. 
The RETA-Q has identified several different classes of tourists with differing 
pattems of expenditures. The major categories of tourists for which separate 
impact analyses have been provided include those staying in Commercial 
Accommodation, those Visiting Friends and Relatives, Backpacker Visitors and 
Daytripper Visitors. 
Producing sectors purchases and sales. 
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The VEA model, in measuring the regional impacts of tourism expenditures, relies 
on data not only for the expenditure categories given in Table 6.4.2-1, but also on 
data for the number of visitors to each region of visit, as well as average daily 
expenditure per visitor night in dollar terms. In using the VEA model as applied to 
the RETA-Q database, regional Queensland data is provided for each category of 
visitor identified above as required for each of the regions of Queensland. 
Table 6.4.2-1 Queensland Visitor Survey Expenditure Categories. 
Queensland Visitor Survey 
Expenditure Categories 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Food - Accommodation 
Food - Extemal 
Pleasure/Shopping 
Transport/Fares 
Petrol Oil, etc. 
Vehicle Rental 
Other Expenditures 
Accommodation 
6.4.3 Regional Input-Output Tables' in the VEA Model 
The development ofthe regional tables, as indicated in Section 6.3.1 ^ ° above, used 
extensive survey data within the primary, mining and manufacturing sectors, with 
the services sectors estimated using hybrid techniques based on the Generation of 
Regional Input-Output Tables (GRIT) methodology". The GRIT methodology is 
designed to "optimise" the balance between primary data collection (and hence 
' Adapted from West and Bayne, 1990, pp. 33-39. 
West, G.R., Jensen, R.C, Cheeseman, W.E., Bayne, B.A., Robinson, J.J., Jancic, H., Garhart, R.E., 1989, 
Regional and Interregional Input-Output Tables for Queensland, 1985-86, Report to the Queensland 
Treasury Department, Department of Economics, University of Queensland. 
Bayne and West, 1989; West, 1990. 
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1 9 
accuracy) and the time and cost considerations in table constmction . Obviously, 
the more primary (survey) data included, the closer the table will be to a "pure-
survey based" table, with it's implied relatively higher accuracy but often 
1 ^ 
exceedingly high cost and time considerations. The altemative is to use less 
survey data and more indirect methods of estimation. This is generally less 
accurate but is much less costly and time consuming. The GRIT approach attempts 
to maximise the use ofthe more reliable data, concentrating resources on the more 
significant parts ofthe table, and avoiding the expenditure of resources on less 
significant items. It is therefore seen as a cost-effective approach in the sense of 
maximising accuracy subject to the constraints of limited time, cost and other 
resources.'"* Regional input-output tables were constmcted for each ofthe regions 
of Queensland for the period 1989-90'^. The regional tables combined with the 
visitor expenditure data from the RETA-Q database provide the basis for the 
impact analysis of tourism activity in Queensland. 
The regional tables used in the VEA model use the 1989-90 period as the reference 
year, and are in basic values with direct allocation of imports. They are compiled 
on an ABS statistical division basis for the ten regions of Queensland shown in 
Figure 6.4.5-1 Map 1. However, for the VEA model, the three Westem Statistical 
Division tables. North West, Central West and South West, have been aggregated 
The GRIT methodology has been used extensively throughout Australia for the construction of regional 
input-output tables, and has also been used with some success overseas (e.g. New Zealand, United States of 
America and United Kingdom), although it is designed primarily for Australian conditions and data sources. 
West and Bayne, 1990, p.33. 
Many regional survey tables have been estimated to take in the order of 5-10 man-years to construct. 
Unofficial estimates by the ABS to construct a State table in Australia are over 20 man-years. 
'" West and Bayne, 1990, p.33. 
These were the latest available tables at the time of writing in 1994. 
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into the West Queensland table. Each regional input-output table is based on the 
19-sector industrial classification as shown below. 
The 19 Sector Industrial Classification ofthe Regional Input-output tables is 
shown in Table 6.4.3-1 with the national ASIC' industries included in each 
regional sector given in Appendix E. A list ofthe 108 ASIC industries included in 
the National Input-Output Tables is provided in Appendix F. 
Table 6.4.3-1 Input-Output Industrial Sectors 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Industry 
Animal Industries 
Other Agriculture 
Forestry, Fishing 
Coal and Crude Petroleum Mining 
Other Mining 
Food manufacturing 
Wood and Paper Manufacturing 
Machinery, Appliances, Equipment 
Metals, Metal Products 
Non-metallic Mineral Products 
Other Manufacturing 
Electricity, Gas, Water 
Building, Construction 
Trade 
Transport, Communication 
Finance, Business Services 
Public Administration 
Community Services 
Recreation, Personal Services 
6.4.4 Allocation of Visitor Expenditure to Input-Output Sectors 
Whilst the VEA model uses the standard input-output processes for measuring 
tourism impacts it is in the allocation of visitor expenditure to input-output sectors 
where it provides a unique approach to the analysis of tourism data. 
' Australian Standard Industrial Classification. 
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Since it is the allocation process of visitor expenditure to input-output sectors 
which is the distinguishing feature ofthe VEA methodology, this process will be 
deah with in some detail. The VEA computer program allocates the visitor 
expenditure directly within the model. This process is outlined as follows. 
6.4.4.1 Direct Impact of Tourist Expenditures 
The direct impact of tourist expenditure in each region is calculated from the 
average daily expenditure per visitor for visitors to each region. The average daily 
expenditure breakdown per visitor multiplied by the total number of visitor nights 
spent in the region during the year from the RETA-Q database provides a total 
annual expenditure distribution of all visitors across the expenditure categories in 
Table 6.4.2-1 for various types of visitor in each region. This represents the direct 
impact of tourism expenditure in the region during the year. 
6.4.4.2 Indirect or Flow on Effects of Tourist Expenditures 
To calculate the indirect or flow-on impacts on the region, these tourist 
expenditures are required to be converted into expenditures from industries 
corresponding to the input-output table industrial classification as shown in Table 
6.4.3-1. This procedure requires a number of steps. 
Step one. Conversion of tourist expenditures to industries in the Input-Output 
Table Industrial Classification'I 
The first step in the conversion process of tourism expenditures to the Input-Output 
19-Sector Industrial Classification is determining the primary sectors in which each 
visitor expenditure item lies. This was done using the Australian Bureau of 
This closely follows the work of West, G.R., and Bayne, B.A., 1990, pp.35-39. 
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Statistics (ABS) derived concordance table between the three-digit Household 
Expenditure Survey (HES) data and the national 108 sector input-output industries, 
as given in Appendix G. This is summarised in Table 6.4.4-1 for the expenditure 
items in Table 6.4.2-1. The items Pleasure Shopping and Other Expenditures are, 
unfortunately, vague. Pleasure shopping was assumed to consist mainly of 
clothing, footwear, miscellaneous leather, mbber and plastic products, jewellery, 
etc. Other expenditure was assumed to refer mainly to recreational and leisure 
activities. 
Table 6.4.4-1 Allocation of Visitor Expenditure to Regional Input-Output Sectors 
MSRP Commodity 
Food - Accommodation 
Food - External 
Pleasure/Shopping 
Transport/Fares 
Petrol Oil, etc. 
Vehicle Rental 
Other Expenditures 
Accommodation 
Regional Industry 
Recreation, Personal Services 
Food Manufacturing 
Other Manufacturing 
Transport, Communication 
Other Manufacturing 
Transport, Communication 
Recreation, Personal Services 
Recreation, Personal Services 
ASIC Industry 
(92.01) 
(21.01)-
(21.11) 
(24.01)-
(24.03) 
(34.01)-
(34.05) 
except (34.04) 
(51.01) 
(52.01) 
(53.01) 
(54.01) 
(27.08) 
(51.01) 
(53.01) 
(92.01) 
(92.01) 
Step 2. Conversion of tourist expenditures to Basic Values. 
The second step involves converting the expenditure amounts allocated to the 
input-output sectors into basic values consistent with the accounting format ofthe 
input-output model. 
The visitors' expenditures from the RETA-Q are recorded in purchasers' values 
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whereas the basic values in the input-output model are measured net of trade and 
transport margins. The conversion therefore requires the reallocation ofthe trade 
and transport margins included in the purchasers' prices back to the appropriate 
trade or transport sector. 
The margins used in the VEA model are those used to convert purchasers' values to 
basic values in the national input-output tables. The margin ratios are provided in 
Appendix H, and include commodity taxes, wholesale and retail margins, road, 
rail, water and air transport margins, marine insurance and restaurants, hotels and 
clubs margins. Commodity taxes and restaurants, hotels and clubs margins are 
assumed to be leakages from the region, wholesale and retail margins are 
reallocated to the Trade sector (14), transport margins to the Transport sector (15), 
and insurance to the Finance sector (16). Although there maybe some regional 
variation in the various margins, it is assumed that this variation is minimal in the 
VEA model. 
Step three. Estimation ofthe Import Component of each Expenditure Item. 
The final step is to estimate the import component of each expenditure item on a 
regional basis. 
This involved calculating the ratio of imports to total sales for each industry in the 
regional input-output tables on the assumption that the same import ratio applies to 
consumer goods and services. This is the same approach used by the Bureau of 
Industry Economics study on Tourism Expenditure in Australia'^ and is not free of 
problems. For example, the approach assumes that the regional sectors consist of 
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homogeneous outputs but in fact the commodities purchased by tourists only 
comprise a part ofthe range of commodities offered for sale in any sector, with 
quite possibly a different import ratio for each commodity. 
In the absence of specific interregional trade data on commodities between regions 
within the state, it is difficuh to estimate with any precision these individual import 
ratios. The import ratios for the relevant sectors in each region are shown in Table 
6.4.4-2. The resulting conversion tables for the regions are shown in Appendix I, 
Tables 1-9. 
Table 6.4.4-2 Import Ratios of Regional Industries 
Region 
Brisbane-Moreton 
Wide-Bay Burnett 
Fitzroy 
Mackay 
Northern 
Far North 
Darling Downs 
West Queensland 
Total Queensland 
Food Mfg. 
(6) 
0.2489 
0.3237 
0.3229 
0.3236 
0.3411 
0.3783 
0.3726 
0.3888 
0.1512 
Other Mfg. 
(11) 
0.2817 
0.3699 
0.3361 
0.3625 
0.3848 
0.3921 
0.3893 
0.4776 
0.2423 
Transport 
(15) 
0.1181 
0.1654 
0.1697 
0.1709 
0.1886 
0.2012 
0.1777 
0.2020 
0.1066 
Recreation 
(19) 
0.1599 
0.1721 
0.1891 
0.1821 
0.1700 
0.1731 
0.1963 
0.2206 
0.1156 
6.4.5 Using the VEA Model 
Although a detailed description ofthe VEA computer program is not provided 
here, some points are worth noting. The VEA calculates the indirect or flow-on 
impacts in a region through input-output analysis, and is therefore subject to all the 
assumptions and limitations of input-output analysis as discussed in Chapter 2 
above. Further, the flow-on effects over Queensland as a whole will be greater 
Bureau of Industry Economics, 1984. Tourist Expenditure in Australia. Research Report 16, Australian 
Govemment Publishing Service, Canberra. 
A detailed description can be found in West, G.R. and Bayne, B.A. 1990, pp. 40-48. 
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than in a particular region, say. Wide Bay-Bumett region because ofthe wider 
range of firms affected. This is because the VEA model is a single region model 
and does not include interregional feedback effects between regions, nor does it 
take into account compensating impacts. That is, the model does not measure the 
impact of tourism expenditure in Mackay on the Brisbane-Moreton region, nor the 
redistributive effects within the same region. For example, a marketing campaign 
which is designed to entice residents in Brisbane to holiday at the Sunshine Coast 
rather than the Gold Coast may have a net minimal tourism impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region as a whole because ofthe redistribution effect of tourist 
expenditure. 
The VEA model can also be used for scenario modelling, i.e. to estimate the 
impacts of a hypothetical change in tourist numbers to a region. This is easily done 
by changing the number of visitor nights to reflect an increase (or decrease) in 
visitor numbers. 
With respect to the effect of relative prices, it should be noted that the expenditure 
data in the VEA model is not price dependent. Since visitor expenditures are 
modelled as components of final demand, the intermediate sectors ofthe model are 
not ahered, i.e. it is assumed that the purchasing pattem (per unit of output) ofthe 
producing sectors is constant. Therefore, the flow-on impacts calculated will be 
the same (price) values as the initial visitor expenditures. If, on the other hand, the 
tourism impacts were measured through the supply side, as tourism industries 
supplying goods and services to tourists, this would involve adjustments to the 
intermediate quadrant and the tourism sector(s) would have to be deflated back to 
the base year ofthe table prior to insertion, and the resultant flow-ons later re-
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inflated to current values. 
Employment impacts need to be treated with caution. The model assumes that the 
same employment-output ratios apply in the base year of 1985-86. As the 
Australian labour market has undergone restmcturing with considerable 
improvements in labour productivity, the employment flow-on effects are likely to 
be overstated by the VEA model and should be treated as upper limits . 
The next chapter provides the results ofthe impact analyses ofthe tourism data 
using the VEA Model and the data from the RETA-Q database. The implications 
ofthe results ofthe analyses is presented in Chapter 9. 
An analysis of the employment-output relativity trends over time would provide a more accurate guide to 
employment impacts. 
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Figure 6.4.5-1 Map Showing ABS Statistical Divisions of Queensland and Regional Boundaries 
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, Queensland Selected Accommodation Establishments, Cat.No. 8636.3 
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Chapter 7 
7. A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.1 Introduction 
This chapter examines tourism activity in the major regions of Queensland as 
designated by Queensland Statistical Divisions. The basic economic stmcture of 
each of the regions is described in order to show the sectoral distribution of 
economic activity across the regions. The economic stmcture of each region 
provides the context for the tourism analysis at the regional level. 
Tourism estimates have been calculated in terms of expenditure by tourists staying 
in commercial accommodation, those visiting friends and relatives, backpackers 
and daytrippers. The contribution of tourism to the economy ofthe various regions 
is presented in Chapter 8 as part of the results of the VEA (Visitor Expenditure 
Analysis) impact analysis with the results provided in summary tables at the end 
of Chapter 8. 
An overview of tourism in the state as a whole is followed with regional 
comparisons. The tourism analysis on a region by region basis is presented 
highlighting the more significant features of tourism in each region. 
7.2 The Regional Distribution of Economic Activity in the 
Queensland Economy 1989-90 
The regional distribution of economic activity in Queensland for the period 1989-
90 is shown in Table 7.2-1 which indicates the selected economic aggregates of 
gross output, imports, exports and employment for the regions of Queensland. The 
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table shows, for example, that that the Brisbane-Moreton region accounts for 57.8 
percent of Gross Output in the State; it accounts for 49.4 percent of total imports 
and provides 62.3 percent of the employment in the State. The Fitzroy region, 
which is the next most productive region in the State accounts for 10.1 percent of 
Gross output, 10.8 percent of imports and 15.1 percent of total exports whilst 
providing only 6.4 percent of total employment. The Northem region provides 
more employment (6.5 percent) than the Fitzroy region whilst only accounting for 
7.1 percent of gross output. The sectoral distribution of economic activity for each 
region is described in the relevant regional sections together with the analysis of 
tourism within those regions. 
West, G.R., and Bayne, B. A., 1990, Visitor Expenditure Analysis Model An Economic Assessment Modelling 
System of Tourism Activity in Queensland, Report to the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 
Department of Economics, University of Queensland, November. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
As mentioned above, Table 7.2-2 indicates the sectoral distribution of economic 
activity for the Queensland as a whole for the period 1989-90. The table shows Gross 
Output, Imports and Exports for the 19 Sector Input-Output Table for 1989-90. The 
Finance sector is the leading sector in the State's economy during this period 
contributing 14.9 percent to Gross Output, closely followed by the Retail/wholesale 
trade sector contributing 13.1 percent and building and constmction on 10.3 percent. 
However, in terms of employment the wholesale/retail trade sector clearly dominates 
with 21.2 percent of all jobs being in this sector followed by community services 
providing 15.6 percent of all jobs in Queensland. 
Exports are shown to be significant in the Food manufacturing sector accounting for 
20.3 percent of total exports whilst the Coal/petroleum mining sector contributes 15.3 
percent to total exports. Interestingly imports are highest in the Building and 
constmction sector (13.8 percent) followed by the Wholesale/retail trade sector 
accounting for 13.3 percent of all imports.'^ 
The marginal differences evidenced in Table 7.2-1 and 7.2-2 for Queensland is due to the fact that Table 7.2-1 is 
simply an aggregation ofthe values for each ofthe regions for the selected economic aggregates. However, 
Table 7.2-2 reflects the production coefficients for the State as a whole. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.3 Distribution of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
From the RETA-Q database it is estimated that the total amount of expenditure 
attributable to tourism in the period 1989-90 amounted to $4,790.6 million as 
indicated above in Table 5.1-9 in Chapter 5 and Table 7.3-1 to Table 7.3-4 below. 
This is made up of $2,757.0 million from tourists staying in Commercial 
Accommodation, $1,026.7 million fi-om tourists Visiting Friends and Relatives, 
$587.1 million fi-om Daytripper visitors and $105.1minion fi-om Backpacker visitors. 
This is a significant contribution to the Queensland economy (5.5 percent) when 
compared with the value of Gross Output as indicated Table 7.2-1 of $91,336.4 
million. 
Table 7.3-1 shows the total tourism expenditure of $2,757.0 milhons of dollars, for 
visitors staying in commercial accommodation for the whole of Queensland. For the 
expenditure category of pleasure/shopping approximately 23.2 percent of the total 
expenditure by visitors to Queensland is allocated to this expenditure category, with 
27.4 percent allocated to accommodation costs and 28.1 percent being spent on food 
items. Table 7.3-1 also indicates the regional distribution of tourism expenditure as 
well as the expenditure pattem for the various regions by these visitors. The visitor 
expenditure for the regions provides the basis for the multiplier analysis showing the 
total economic impact of this category of tourists on the regions of Queensland. This 
IS discussed in the following chapter and the disaggregated results are provided in 
tabular form in Appendix A. at the end of this thesis.^ 
'he input-output multiplier results in terms of output, income and employment multipliers for the pattem of 
expenditure for each ofthe regions are provided in the Multiplier Tables (Appendices A to D) at the end of this 
thesis. Tourism expenditure and visitor nights are given in tables Table 7.3-2 to Table 7.3-4. 
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Table 7.3-1 Tourism Expenditure by Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation for all Regions. 
Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation Expenditure Pattern 
REGION 
Balof 
Moreton 
Percent 
Brisbane 
Percent 
Darling Down 
Percent 
Far North Qld 
Percent 
Fitzroy 
Percent 
Gold Coast 
Percent 
Mackay 
Percent 
Northern 
Percent 
Sunshine 
Coast 
Percent 
West Qld 
Percent 
Wide Bay-
Burnett 
Percent 
Total 
Queensland 
Percent 
FO
OD
-
AC
CO
M
M
O
D 
AT
IO
N 
(S'OOOs) 
3,513 
9.9% 
41,470 
10.7% 
4,572 
7.1% 
28,610 
6.8% 
27,613 
19.6% 
30,926 
3.5% 
16,802 
6.7% 
9,694 
7.1% 
11,819 
5.0% 
3,519 
5.4% 
4,243 
3.4% 
182,782 
6.6% 
FO
OD
-
EX
TE
RN
AL
 
(S'OOOs) 
11,332 
32.1% 
74,229 
19.2% 
13,050 
20.3% 
82,650 
19.5% 
28,641 
20.3% 
171,427 
19.2% 
52,003 
20.6% 
30,300 
22.1% 
72,759 
30.7% 
14,246 
22.0% 
41,388 
33.3% 
592,024 
21.5% 
PL
EA
SU
RE
/ 
SH
O
PP
IN
G
 
(S'OOOs) 
2,854 
8.1% 
88,003 
22.8% 
17,575 
27.4% 
73,009 
17.2% 
20,428 
14.5% 
306,622 
34.4% 
38,675 
15.4% 
32,245 
23.5% 
36,014 
15.2% 
15,654 
24.2% 
7,199 
5.8% 
638,278 
23.2% 
TR
AN
SP
O
RT
/ 
FA
RE
S 
(S'OOOs) 
595 
1.7% 
22,199 
5.7% 
375 
0.6% 
82,298 
19.4% 
6,269 
4.4% 
52,303 
5.9% 
38,956 
15.5% 
7,462 
5.4% 
7,836 
3.3% 
556 
0.9% 
15,857 
12.8% 
234,705 
8.5% 
PE
TR
O
L/
O
IL
,
 
ET
C 
(S'OOOs) 
3,043 
8.6% 
16,250 
4.2% 
5,695 
8.9% 
10,210 
2.4% 
17,408 
12.3% 
69,141 
7.8% 
23,274 
9,2% 
10,013 
7.3% 
13,979 
5.9% 
5,907 
9.1% 
11,043 
8.9% 
185,962 
6.7% 
VE
HI
CL
E 
RE
NT
AL
 
(S'OOOs) 
220 
0.6% 
13,029 
3.4% 
0 
0.0% 
12,545 
3.0% 
333 
0.2% 
28,356 
3.2% 
8,600 
3.4% 
4,944 
3.6% 
3,119 
1.3% 
55 
0.1% 
1,363 
1.1% 
72,563 
2.6% 
LU 
I 
H 
o 
(S'OOOs) 
742 
2.1% 
7,167 
1.9% 
2,366 
3.7% 
6,184 
1.5% 
3,939 
2.8% 
26,851 
3.0% 
20,657 
8.2% 
4,180 
3.0% 
11,514 
4.9% 
3,835 
5.9% 
7,038 
5.7% 
94,471 
3.4% 
AC
CO
M
M
O
D 
AT
IO
N-
CO
ST
 
(S'OOOs) 
13,057 
36.9% 
123,810 
32.1% 
20,610 
32.1% 
128,021 
30.2% 
36,497 
25.9% 
205,786 
23.1% 
52,970 
21.0% 
38,444 
28.0% 
79,853 
33.7% 
20,973 
32.4% 
36,169 
29.1% 
756,190 
27.4% 
< 
1-O 
y -
(S'OOOs) 
35,356 
100.0% 
386,157 
100.0% 
64,242 
100.0% 
423,528 
100.0% 
141,129 
100.0% 
891,409 
100.0% 
251,935 
100.0% 
137,282 
100.0% 
236,894 
100.0% 
64,745 
100.0% 
124,300 
100.0% 
2,756,975 
100,0% 
h is interesting to note that in some regions like the Brisbane region almost 30 percent 
ofthe visitors' budget is spent on food items whilst 32.1 percent is spent on the 
accommodation cost. Other regions like the Gold Coast, where there is likely to be 
competition between accommodation providers, only 23.1 percent is spent on 
accommodation cost and only 22.7 percent on food items. This might be attributable 
to the number variety of restaurants catering for visitors to the Gold Coast region. 
The pattem of expenditure across the regions indicates that, in general, the highest 
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proportion of these visitors' budgets is spent on either accommodation cost, pleasure 
shopping or food items. 
Tourism data relating to visitors to Queensland for the purpose of Visiting Friends and 
Relatives (VFR) is shown in Table 7.3-2. The table shows that for all regions the total 
visitor expenditure for the year 1989-90 is estimated to be $1,026.6 milhons of 
dollars. Compared with the expenditure of visitors staying in commercial 
accommodation this category of visitor makes a significant contribution to the 
Queensland economy accounting to approximately 37 percent as much as those 
staying in commercial accommodation. This expenditure is considerable given that 
VFR visitors do not generally outlay as much as those visitors staying in commercial 
accommodation because of their interaction with friends and relatives. However, 
outlays for this category of visitor is likely to be higher for things like gift giving and 
other miscellaneous expenses. 
Table 7.3-2 illustrates the VFR expenditure across the regions of Queensland.'* The 
visitor nights spent with friends and relatives are given, as is the average daily 
expenditure in each of the regions. It is interesting to note that in the Wide Bay-
Bumett region visitors spend more on a daily basis ($44.80 per day) than the visitors 
to either the Far North Queensland ($30.00) or Brisbane regions ($30.20). 
Input-output muhipliers for this tourist category (VFR) are discussed in Chapter 8 and 
the disaggregated (VFR) multiplier tables are provided in Appendix B at the end of 
the thesis. Total expenditure by VFR visitors is highest in the Brisbane region (31.5 
Questions relating to expenditure by VFR travellers were covered in the surveys conducted by the National 
Centre for Studies in Travel and Tourism on behalf of the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, Survey of 
Visitors Staying with Friends and Relatives (VFR) in Queensland, 1989 and 1990, QTTC. The study was based 
on a household survey and provides expenditure estimates referring to Queensland overall. The Survey data 
provided an indication of expenditure levels for individual regions. The pattem of expenditure for individual 
regions was estimated from the total Queensland average daily expenditure pattem so should be treated with 
caution (p.26). 
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percent). This is probably due to the fact that this region has a higher population base 
to attract VFR visitors than any other region and that more visitor nights are spent in 
the Brisbane region than in any other region in the state. 
Table 7.3-2 Regional Tourism Expenditure and Visitor Nights by Visiting Friends and Relatives (VFR) Visitors 
1989-90 
REGION 
Bal of Moreton 
Brisbane 
Darling Downs 
Far North Qld 
Fitzroy 
Gold Coast 
Mackay 
Northern 
Sunshine Coast 
West Qld 
Wide Bay-Burnett 
Queensland 
VISITOR NIGHTS 
COOOs) 
1,403.00 
10,695.70 
1,793.40 
3,438.20 
2,901.80 
4,666.70 
1,571.60 
2,214.20 
2,320.80 
1,107.70 
1,959.80 
34,072.90 
AVERAGE 
DAILY 
EXPENDITURE 
($) 
30.96 
30.2 
30.2 
30.0 
20.5 
29.9 
30.1 
30.1 
29.9 
29.5 
44.8 
30.1 
TOTAL 
EXPENDITURE 
(S'OOOs) 
43,434 
322,900 
54,100 
103,300 
59,500 
139,650 
47,300 
66,650 
69,350 
32,633 
87,800 
1,026,617 
PERCENT 
% 
4.00% 
31.50% 
5.30% 
10.10% 
5.80% 
13.60% 
4.60% 
6.50% 
6.80% 
3.20% 
8.60% 
100.00% 
Source: Adapted from Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, 1991, Survey of Visitors Staying with Friends 
and Relatives (VFR) in Queensland 1989 and 1990, conducted by National Centre for Studies in Travel and 
Tourism on behalf of the QTTC. 
The total visitors in the VFR category for 1989-90 spent a total in the Brisbane region 
of approximately $322.9 million for the year. The next highest proportion of the 
state's VFR visitors visit the Gold Coast region with a total spending of $139.6 
million in the region. This is also not surprising as the available attractions in the 
region would encourage more visits by friends and relatives than perhaps might be the 
case in non-tourist regions. For example, the Far North Queensland Region accounts 
for 10.1 percent ofthe State's VFR visitors with total spending of $103.3 milhon 
compared with the Fitzroy region on 5.8 percent, with $59.5 million spending and 
Wide Bay-Bumett Region of 8.6 percent with VFR visitors contributing $87.8 milhon 
to the region. 
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Daytripper visitors tourism expenditure is shown in Table 7.3-3. Regional estimates 
for number of visitors, average daily expenditure with estimates for total expenditures 
are shown. Comparative figures for the regional distribution of Daytripper 
expenditure are indicated. Highlights include the total number of visitor nights 
estimated to be 35.2 millions of visitor nights and a total expenditure in Queensland of 
$587.1 millions of dollars. 
Daytripper visitors do not have outlays on accommodation costs so their total 
expenditure would be less than those visitors staying in commercial accommodation. 
Table 7.3-3 Queensland Regional Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors, 1989-90 
REGION: 
Gold Coast 
Brisbane 
Sunshine Coast 
Bal Moreton 
Darling Downs 
Wide Bay-Burnett 
Fitzroy 
Mackay 
Northern 
Far North Qld. 
West Qld 
Total Qld 
NO OF VISITORS 
COOOs) 
9,123 
9,144 
4,269 
684 
2,126 
1,793 
1,798 
2,420 
1,364 
1,930 
506 
35,157 
AV DAILY 
EXPENDITURE 
($) 
21.3 
14.7 
14.6 
16.9 
24.4 
9.2 
15.3 
8.2 
18.8 
19.1 
12.2 
$16.7 
TOTAL 
EXPENDITURE 
(S'OOOs) 
194,319.9 
134,416.8 
62,327.4 
11,559.6 
51,874.4 
16,495.6 
27,509.4 
19,844.0 
25,643.2 
36,863.0 
6,173.2 
587,121.9 
PERCENT 
% 
33.1% 
22.9% 
10.6% 
2.0% 
8.8% 
2.8% 
4.7% 
3.4% 
4.4% 
6.3% 
1.1% 
100.0% 
Their expenditure pattem would differ from those staying in commercial 
accommodation as well as from those visiting friends and relatives. The regional 
expenditure distribution of this daytripper visitor category is given in Table 7.3-3. 
Daytripper Visitors to the Gold Coast region, as indicated in Table 7.3-3, spend an 
average of $21.3 per person per day with visitors to the Darling Downs spending 
$24.4 per day. Darling Downs daytripper visitors spend considerably more on 
transport ($7.50 per day) than do any other visitor group. 
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Tourism activity for Backpacker visitors for all regions of Queensland is shown in 
Table 7.3-4. Although this category of tourist travels by backpacker means and 
generally stay in backpacker accommodation, their expenditures are usually 
significant with average daily spending of almost $69.00 per day. 
Table 7.3-4 Regional Queensland Tourism Expenditure 
REGION: 
Gold Coast 
Brisbane 
Sunshine Coast 
Bal Moreton 
Darling Downs 
Wide Bay-Burnett 
Fitzroy 
Mackay 
Northern 
Far North Qld. 
West Qld 
Total Qld 
NO OF VISITOR 
NIGHTS 
COOOs) 
153,055 
198,280 
100,319 
1,803 
5,760 
67,960 
63,204 
175,397 
185,221 
555,895 
8,488 
1,515,381 
AV DAILY 
EXPENDITURE 
($) 
$80.07 
$67.82 
$40.97 
$45.65 
$64.97 
$38.31 
$64.90 
$112.61 
$38.41 
$65.62 
$68.35 
$68.96 
by Backpacker Visitors, 1989-90 
TOTAL 
EXPENDITURE 
(S'OOOs) 
10,827.9 
13,447.4 
7,097.1 
127.5 
407.5 
4,807.8 
4,471.4 
19,751.5 
7,114.3 
36,477.8 
600.5 
104,500.7 
PERCENT 
% 
10.4% 
12.9% 
6.8% 
0.1%, 
0.4% 
4.6% 
4.3% 
18.9% 
6.8% 
34.9% 
0.6% 
100.0% 
The above table indicates that Backpacker visitors to the Mackay region spend 
$113.00 on average per day. This is more than three times the daily expenditure by 
VFR visitors to the Mackay region ($30.10) and significantly more than Daytrippers 
to the Mackay region who spend only $8.00 per day on average. This could be 
explained by the high amount spent on transport costs for visitors going out to the 
Barrier Reef from this region. 
The aggregate resuhs of the impact analysis and the multipliers which were derived 
for backpacker visitors for each region is summarised in Tables 7.1.11.2 to 7.1.11.4 at 
the end of this chapter. In terms of measuring the impact of tourism on the regions of 
Queensland, this table indicates the values used in the regional analysis of the impact 
of the tourism industry. The multiplier values and their regional impacts are 
described later in the chapter. The disaggregated regional multipliers are provided in 
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Appendix A for visitors staying in commercial accommodation and referenced in 
Tables A-4 to A-14 for the regions. The results for the multiplier impacts for those 
Visiting Friends and Relatives are given in Appendix B with the results for 
Backpacker visitors and Daytripper visitors shown in Appendices C and D 
respectively. 
Table 7.3-5 to Table 7.3-8 indicate the average daily expenditure for the various 
expenditure categories on a regional basis for the major types of visitor category. The 
tables show some interesting variations in expenditure pattems for different regions as 
well as across the various categories of visitor. For example. Table 7.3-5 shows 
considerable variation between the Mackay region and the Gold Coast and Brisbane 
regions in the expenditure pattem for visitors staying in commercial accommodation. 
Table 7.3-5 
Exp Cat 
Food-Accom 
Food- Other 
Pleas/Stiop 
Tpt/fares 
Oil/Petrol 
Vehicle Rent 
Other 
Accomm 
Total 
Ave/Day** 
Visitor Nights 
Visitors 
GC 
$3.40 
$18.60 
$33.40 
$5.70 
$7.50 
$3.10 
$2.90 
$22.40 
$97.00 
9192 
Staying in 
BR 
$12.90 
$23.10 
$27.40 
$6.90 
$5.10 
$4.10 
$2.20 
$81.70 
$163.40 
3211 
Commercial Accommodation Average Dai 
SC 
2.59 
$15.20 
$7.54 
$1.60 
$2.90 
$0.70 
$2.40 
$16.70 
$49.63 
4771 
COOOs) by 
BALM 
$5.50 
$17.70 
$4.50 
$0.90 
$4.80 
$0.30 
$1.20 
$20.40 
$55.30 
639 
DD 
$5.60 
$16.00 
$21.50 
$0.50 
$7.00 
$0.00 
$2.90 
$25.20 
$78.70 
817 
region. 
WBB 
$1.60 
$15.50 
$2.70 
$5.90 
$4.10 
$0.50 
$2.60 
13.5 
$46.40 
2676 
FY 
$15.40 
$16.00 
$11.40 
$3.50 
$9.70 
$0.02 
$2.20 
$20.40 
$78.62 
1792 
ly Expenditure ($) and Visitor Night. 
MK 
$7.50 
$23.30 
$17.40 
$17.50 
$10.40 
$3.90 
$9.30 
$23.80 
$113.10 
2228 
NO 
$5.40 
$17.00 
$18.10 
$4.20 
$5.60 
$2.80 
$2.30 
$21.60 
$77.00 
1782 
FNQ 
$6.90 
$19.80 
$17.50 
$19.70 
$2.40 
$3.00 
$1.50 
$30.70 
$101.50 
4173 
WQ 
$3.80 
$15.40 
$16.90 
$0.60 
$6.40 
$0.10 
$4.10 
$22.70 
$70.00 
928 
Total Qld. 
$5.70 
$18.40 
$19.80 
$7.30 
$5.80 
$2.30 
$2.90 
$23.50 
$85.70 
31568 
The Table shows that for all regions except the Gold Coast and Wide Bay-Bumett, 
visitors spend more on accommodation than on any other category of expenditure. 
Visitors to the Gold Coast spend more on Pleasure /shopping than they do on 
accommodation per day as do visitors to the Wide Bay Bumett region. Visitors to Far 
Total average expenditure per day. 
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North Queensland also spend a significant proportion of their budge on transport 
costs. This is likely to incorporate fares to the Barrier Reef and to the Daintree 
Rainforest. 
Table 73-6 VFR (Visiting Friends and Relatives) Average Daily Expenditure ($) by Region and Visitor Nights 
COOOs) 
VFR (Visiting F 
Exp Cat 
Food-Accom 
Food- Other 
Pleas/Shop 
Tpt/fares 
Oil/Petrol 
Vehicle Rent 
other 
Accomm 
Total Ave/Day 
Vis Nights 
riends a 
GC 
$1.05 
$5.73 
$10.30 
$1.76 
$2.31 
$0.96 
$0.89 
$6.90 
$29.90 
4,667 
id Relativ 
BR 
$4.77 
$8.54 
$10.13 
$2.55 
$1.89 
$0.00 
$1.52 
$0.81 
$30.20 
10,696 
as) Average Dai 
SC BALM 
$1.56 $3.08 
$9.16 $9.91 
$4.54 $2.52 
$0.96^ $0.50 
$1.75 $2.69 
$0.42 $0.17 
$1.45 $0.67 
$10.06 $11.42 
$29.90 $30.96 
2,321^ 1,403. 
y Expend 
DD 
$2.15 
$6.14 
$8.25 
$0.19 
$2.69 
$0,001 
$1.11 
$9.67 i 
$30.20 
1,793 
iture ($) 
WBB 
$1.54 
$14.97 
$2.61 
$5.70 
$3.96 
$0.48 
$2.51 
$13.03 
$44.80 
1,960 
and Visit 
FY 
$4.02 
$4.17 
$2.97 
$0.91 
$2.53 
$0.01 
$0.57 
$5.32 
$20.50 
2,902 
or Nights 
MK 
$2.00 
$6.20 
$4.63 
$4.66 
$2.77 
$1.04 
$2.48 
$6.33 
$30.10 
1,572 
by Regi 
NO 
$2.11 
$6.65 
$7.08 
$1.64 
$2.19 
$1.09 
$0.90 
$8.44 
$30.10 
2,214 
on. 
FNQ 
$2.04 
$5.85 
$5.17 
$5.82: 
$0.71 
$0.89; 
$0.44 
$9.07 
WQ 
$0.00 
$6.09 
$3.06 
$8.44 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$3.24 
$8.66 
$30.00 $29.50 
3,438 1,108 
Total Qld. 
$2.00 
$6.46 
$6.95 
$2.56 
$2.04 
$0.81 
$1.02 
$8.25 
$30.10 
34,073 
Examining Table 7.3-6 for the category of Visiting friends and relatives visitors, it is 
interesting to note that although a large proportion of the budget overall is spent on 
accommodation costs in terms of average daily expenditure, the other most important 
category of expenditure is food-other and pleasure/shopping. Visitors to the Wide Bay 
region spend the greatest proportion of their budgets on the Food-other category of 
expenditure whilst visitors to Brisbane and the Gold Coast regions spend greater 
proportions on Pleasure/shopping, $10.13 and $10.30 respectively on average per day. 
Table 7.3-7 shows Daytripper visitor average daily expenditure by region. Transport 
costs are the most significant expenditure item in this visitor group for the period, 
with the majority of visitors using private vehicles as their main mode of transport. 
Page 232 
Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
Table 7.3-7 Daytripper Average Daily Expenditure by Region and No of Visitors 
Daytripper Average Daily Expenditure by Region and No of Visitors 
Exp Cat 
Food-Accom 
Food- Other 
Pleas/Shop 
Tpt/fares 
Oil/Petrol 
Vehicle Rent 
Other 
Accomm 
Total Ave/Day 
No. Visitors 
('OOOs) 
GC 
0.00 
2,90: 
5.20 
6.20 
1.17 
0.48 
5.36 
0.00 
21.30i 
9,123; 
BR 
0.00 
4.32 
3.29 
4.90 
0.61 
0.00 
1.58 
0.00 
14.70 
9,144 
SC 
0.00 
2.90 
1.23 
6.50 
0.47 
0.11 
3.38 
0.00 
14.60 
4,269 
BALM 
0.00 
4.61 
0.90 
5.90 
0.95 
0.06 
4.48 
0.00 
16.90 
684 
DD 
0.00 
4.64 
4.62 
7.50 
1.50 
0.00 
6.14 
0.00 
24.40 
2,126 
WBB 
0.00 
1.22 
0.19 
5.90 
0.29 
0.04 
1.56 
0.00 
9.20 
1,793 
FY 
0.00 
4.03 
1.46 
5.20 
1.25 
0.00 
3.35 
0.00 
15.30 
1,798 
MK 
0.00 
1.14 
0.65 
4.00 
0.39 
0.14 
1.88 
0.00 
8.20 
2,420 
NO 
0.00 
3.35 
2.70 
7.30 
0.84 
0.42 
4.20 
0.00 
18.80 
1,364 
FNQ 
0.00 
3.18 
2.09 
7.00 
0.29 
0.36 
6.19 
0.00 
19.10 
1,930 
WQ 
0.00 
1.43 
0.72 
5.30 
0.00 
0.00 
4.76 
0.00 
12.20 
506 
Total 
Qld. 
0.00 
3.04 
2.50 
5.90 
0.73 
0.29 
4.25 
0,00 
16.70 
35,157 
The regional distribution of this average daily expenditure indicates that visitors to the 
Darling Downs region had the greatest average daily expenditure with much of this 
expenditure attributable to transport costs and expenditure of souvenirs. 
The distribution of average daily expenditure for backpacker tourists is shown in 
Table 7.3-8. This category of visitor tends to stay in lower cost accommodation but 
spends a significant proportion ofthe budget on transport and fares. Backpackers in 
Table 7.3-8 Backpacker Visitors, Average Daily Expenditure by Region and Visitor Nights ('OOOs). 
Backpackers Average Daily Expenditure by Region and Visitor Nights. 
Exp Cat 
Food-Accom 
Food- Other 
Pleas/Shop 
Tpt/fares 
Oil/Petrol 
Vehicle Rent 
Other 
Accomm 
Total Ave/Day 
Visitor Nights 
GC 
$2.81 
$15.35, 
$27.57; 
$4.53 
$0.00 
$2.56 
$6.68 
$20.58; 
$80.07 
153,1 
BR 
$1.79 
$15.78 
$22.75 
$3.85 
$0.00 
$2.03 
$3.40 
$18.22 
$67.82 
198,3 
SC 
$2.14; 
$12.55^ 
$8.66 
$1.46 
$0.00 
$0.58 
$1.98 
$13.60 
$40.97 
100,31 
BALM 
$4.54; 
$14.61 
$5.65 
$0.77: 
$0.00 
$0.25 
$3.84 
$16.00 
$45.65 
1,8 
DD 
$4.62 
$15.04 
$17.75 
$2.44 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$5.15 
$19.97 
$64.97 
5,8 
WBB 
$1.32 
$12.80 
$5.87 
$6.79 
$0.00 
$0.41 
$2.15 
$8.97 
$38.31 
68,0 
FY 
$12.71 
$15.04 
$10.86 
$4.14 
$0.00 
$0.02 
$6.48 
$15.65 
MK 
$7.47 
$23.20 
$17.32 
$20.00 
$0.00 
$14.54 
$9.26 
$20.81 
$64.90 $112.61 
63,2 175,4 
NO 
$2.69 
$8.48 
$9.03 
$3.21 
$0.00 
$1.40 
$3.41 
$10.19 
$38.41 
185,2 
FNQ 
$3.59 
$12.80 
$11.31 
$15.41 
$0.00 
$1,94 
$0.97 
$19.60 
$65.62 
555,9 
WQ 
$3.45 
$14.12 
$16.76 
$4.25 
$0.00 
$1.26 
$7.51 
$21.01 
$68.35 
8,5 
rotal Qld. 
$4.59 
$14.81 
$15.93 
$5.72 
$0.00 
$1.85 
$8.36 
$17,70 
$68.96 
1,515,4 
Page 233 
Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
the Gold Coast region spend the most on an average daily basis with the largest 
proportion of that expenditure being devoted to pleasure/shopping. 
The above tables on average daily expenditure and visitor nights per region provide 
one ofthe main data sources for the multiplier analyses discussed later in this chapter. 
Table 7.3-9 Regional Distribution of Tourist Visitor Nights by Purpose of Visit for Visitors Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation. 
Balm 
Brisbane 
Darling 
Downs , 
Far North 
Old [ 
Fitzroy 
Gold Coast 
Mackay 
Northern 
Sunshine 
Coast 
West Qld 
Wide Bay-
Bumett 
Total aid" 
(•OOOs) 
515 ' 
1,458' 
402" 
3,331' 
1,096: 
8,494 
1,721 
1,132 
4,225 i 
667 ' 
1,935 
24,461 
COOOs) 
19 
^ 324 
52 
Tol 
~ 153 
" 1^0 
82 
^ " 1 2 T 
" T35 
54 
357 
T 6 2 9 
('OOOs) IfOOOs) 
535; 2 
1,783,' 60 
455j 33 
3,432 31 
1,2491 24 
8,643 228 
1,8021 10 
1,253J 12 
4,460' 71 
721 j 2 
2,291; 14 
COOOs) COOOs) 
3; 64 
1 8 ' 
12 
26 
3f' 
"si 
860 
239 
30T 
298^ 
180 
I 
-—i r 
9: 206 
Ti 258" 
or" 86' 
s T 136' 
16' 263' 
COOOs) COOOs) 
70! 0^^  
937! T e 
284' ~22 
^ 3 5 8 81 
"353' T s 
COOOs) COOOs) I COOOs) 
l / r 18 36T 
1881 257r ""T9TI 
i s ! 39 ^ 8 
3091" 66; 383 j 
I 
53""" 91; "l9d' 
410 
225' 
117 20' 138 
116 79 201 
26,090; 485 126 2,828 
278! 28 
' 1 5 8 16 
"141^ 3; 
"2941 1; 
3^438 ^ ""l77! 
142 80 250 
48 90 
36 
30 
25 
61; 
153 
63; 
"91' 
1,057 8081 2,038 
COOOs) 
" ' 639 
3,211 
817 
4,173 
1,792 
9,192 
2;228 
1,782 
4,77l 
926 
2,676 
32,207 
Although it is tempting to compare the figure for tourism expenditure in the state with 
the total gross output figure of for the state as a whole as above, these values are not 
directly comparable since they measure different things. Gross output is the value of 
final goods and services produced in any given period whereas the tourism 
expenditure figures quoted are simply estimates of what tourists actually spend away 
from home. It indicates the distribution of tourism activity across the regions of 
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Queensland in terms of each region's contribution to total expenditure on tourist 
activity in the State. 
7.4 Regional Distribution of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
The distribution of tourism expenditure in Queensland shown in Table 7.3-3 shows 
that the Brisbane-Moreton region is dominant in attracting tourists and tourism 
expenditure accounting for 56.2 percent of total tourist expenditure^; with the Far 
North Region (including Caims and the Tablelands) accounts for 15.4 percent; the 
Northem region (including Townsville) accounts for 5.0 percent; Mackay region 
accounts for 9.1 percent; the Fitzroy region (including Rockhampton) accounting for 
5.1 percent and the Wide Bay-Bumett region accounts for 4.5 percent. It is clear that 
the coastal strip along the eastem seaboard accounts for 95 percent of tourist activity 
in the State with more than half of this activity located in the South Eastem Brisbane-
Moreton Region. It is also clear that although the Caims region continues to attract its 
share of overseas tourists, the Gold Coast region is clearly dominant in the State's 
tourism stakes. 
These figures are based on the expenditure values for commercial accommodation visitors, as these were the 
most reliable estimates of tourism activity consistently across all regions. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.5 The Economic Structure of the Brisbane-Moreton 
Region, 1989-90 
The Brisbane-Moreton Region's economy as illustrated in Table 7.2.1 accounts for 
57.8 percent of Gross Output, 49.4 percent of Imports, 41.9 percent of Exports and 
-7 
62.3 percent of employment of Queensland. The selected economic indicators for 
the Brisbane-Moreton region for the period 1989-90 (Table 7.5-1), indicates that the 
Finance sector which includes, banking, finance and insurance, investment, real 
estate, business services and an imputed value for owner occupied dwellings, is 
currently a major contributor to the economy ofthe region accounting for 20.1 per 
cent of Gross Output ofthe Region. Projections to the period 1989-90-2011 indicate 
that this sector is likely to continue to be dominant in terms of its contribution to 
Gross Output. However, it also accounts for 19.5 per cent ofthe value of imports into 
the region and 18.7 percent of exports from the region. With respect to employment, 
however. Retail and Wholesale Trade is the dominant sector accounting for 24.4 
percent of employment in the region, followed by Community Services 18.9 percent, 
and Finance at 11.7 percent.^ It is expected that this trend will continue. 
See Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, Projections ofthe Nature and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Brisbane 
Moreton Region. 1990-2011, Report to the Department of Business Industry and Regional Development, 
Queensland Economic Projections, Regional and Urban Economics Research Unit, Department of Economics, 
The University of Queensland, Queensland April. 
The projections for the Brisbane-Moreton region are detailed in Robinson, J.J., Jensen, R.C, 1992, Projections of 
the Nature and Structure ofthe Economy ofthe Brisbane Moreton Region, 1990-2001, Report to the Department 
of Business Industry and Regional Development, Regional and Urban Economics Research Unit, Department of 
Economics, The University of Queensland, April. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.6 Tourism Activity in the Brisbane Moreton Region 
The Brisbane-Moreton region comprises four sub-regions, namely, the Gold 
Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast, and the Balance of Moreton. It is useful to 
look at each of these as they contribute individually to tourism activity to the 
region as a whole. Estimates of tourism activity for the Brisbane-Moreton 
Region as a whole are indicated in Table 7.4.1 as an aggregation ofthe sub-
regions of Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton. 
7.7 Disaggregated Brisbane Moreton Region 
1.1 A The Gold Coast Region 
The Gold Coast region as indicated in Table 7.7-1 contributes 32.3 percent to 
the State's tourism activity. It is the dominant generator of tourism dollars in 
the Queensland and contributes $891.4 m to total expenditure by tourists in the 
State. Approximately 17.3 percent of this is generated by visitors fi-om within 
Queensland (11.1 percent directly fi-om Brisbane), and 69.7 percent is 
generated from within Australia, with Sydney following Brisbane on 13.2 
percent and Melboume following Sydney on 12.5 percent. Overseas visitors 
account for 30.3 percent of all visitor expenditure with visitors from New 
Zealand contribufing 14.1 percent ahead of Japan on 10.2 percent. 
Looking at the composition of this tourism expenditure it is clear that 32 
percent of total expenditure by tourists in the Gold Coast region is spent on 
acconunodafion, 22.8 percent is spent on pleasure/shopping with only 5.7 
percent being spent on transport and another 39.4 percent being spent on the 
category of other expenditure which includes entertainment and entry fees to 
various attractions. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.7.2 The Brisbane Region 
The Brisbane Region accounts for 14.0 percent of total tourist expenditures in the 
State. 
In dollar terms it contributes $386.Im to the State's economy in direct effects. Of 
this amount 29.7 percent is generated by Queenslanders and 69.2 percent is 
contributed from tourists coming from other states in Australia. Sydney dominates 
this inflow on 14.1 percent followed by Melboume on 7.2 percent. Overseas 
visitors contribute 30.8 percent with New Zealand dominating on 9.7 percent 
followed by Japan on 5.4 percent. 
In terms of composition of this expenditure across various categories of 
expenditure accommodation accounts for 33.7 percent of the total expenditure in 
the region, transport accounts for 3.3 percent, pleasure/shopping accounts for 15.2 
percent with 47.8 percent being spent on food and other items such as entry costs to 
various attractions and entertainment expenses. In fact, expenditure on food items 
account for 29.9 percent of total expenditure in the Brisbane region. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.7.3 The Sunshine Coast Region 
The Sunshine Coast region accounts for 8.6 percent of total tourism 
expenditure in Queensland. Queenslanders account for 48.0 percent of total 
expenditure in the Sunshine Coast region with 91.6 percent being contributed 
by Australian visitors. Only 8.4 percent of total expenditure in the Sunshine 
Coast region can be attributed to visitors from overseas, with 4.2 percent 
coming from New Zealand followed by 1.3 percent from other Europe 
(excluding U.K. and Germany). 
The distribution of the expenditure among the various categories of tourist 
expenditure shows that 33.7 percent of all expenditures is directed towards 
accommodation costs. Pleasure/shopping accounts for 15.2 percent whilst 
expenditure on food and other items account for 47.8 percent. Expenditure on 
food in fact accounts for 35.7 percent of total expenditure by all visitors to the 
Sunshine Coast region. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
1.1 A Balance of Moreton Region 
This region comprises the areas not included in the regions of Gold Coast, Brisbane 
or the Sunshine Coast. That is, it includes the hinterland areas but excludes the 
Dariing Downs region. 
The Balance of Moreton region contributes only 1.3 percent to the State's total 
tourism expenditure. Visitors to the region account for 55.6 percent of tourist 
expenditure from other parts of Queensland, 40.1 percent from other parts of 
Australia and only 4.4 percent from overseas. Total tourist expenditure in the 
Balance of Moreton region is estimated at $35.4m. The various categories of tourist 
expenditure are distributed as follows: Accommodation 36.9 percent; Transport and 
Fares 10.3 percent; expenditure on food 42.0 percent and pleasure/shopping 8.1 
percent; with other categories accounting for 2.7 percent of total expenditure in the 
region. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.8 The Economic Structure of the Wide Bay-Burnett 
Region, 1989-90 
An examination of the structure of the Wide Bay-Burnett region, see Table 
7.8-1, reveals that it contributes to 4.6 percent of the State's Gross Output or 
$4.2m. It's contribution to the state's total employment is at 6.0 percent or 
66.8 thousand people employed. The wholesale/retail trade sector dominates 
economic activity in the region accounting for 5.6 percent of gross output. 
This is followed by community services with 5.2 percent, food 
manufacturing with 4.9 percent and electricity and gas with 4.5 percent of 
gross output. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.9 Wide Bay-Burnett Region - Tourism Activity 
Tourism activity in the Wide Bay Bumett region amounted to $ 124.3m during 
the period. The region contributes 4.5 percent to the state's total tourism 
expenditure. The composition of this expenditure is such that 29.1 percent is 
spent in the region on accommodation, 12.8 percent is spent on transport, 5.8 
percent is spent on pleasure shopping and 36.7 percent on food items with 5.7 
percent being spent on other items. It is interesting to note that 24 percent of 
the total expenditure by visitors to the region was for business purposes with 
71 percent being for the purpose of holiday recreation. Only 55 percent of 
expenditure was generated from within Queensland with 37.3 percent being 
generated from other states in Australia with the majority of that coming from 
New South Wales. Only 7.7 percent of tourist dollars were generated by 
visitors from overseas with visitors from the United Kingdom dominating in 
the foreign visitors area on 4.5 percent of total expenditure. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.10 The Economic Structure ofthe Darling Downs 
Region, 1989-90 
The structure of the Darling Downs region is given in Table 7.10-1. This 
shows that Gross Output for the region for the period 1989-90 is estimated at 
$5,604.0m or 6.4 percent of the State's Gross Output. The sectoral 
distribution of economic aggregates for the Darling Downs region shows 
food manufacturing to be the dominant sector in terms of gross output at 
13.9 percent followed by community services at 11.0 percent. The 
wholesale/retail trade sector is dominant in terms of employment accounting 
for 19.3 percent of employment in the region followed by community 
services providing employment for 18.0 percent ofthe total employment. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.11 The Darling Downs Region -Tourism Activity 
Total expenditure on tourist activities in the Darling Downs region amounted to 
$64.2m or 2.3 percent ofthe State's total tourism activity. This amount was made of 
32.1 percent spent on accommodation, 0.6 percent on transport, 27.4 percent on 
pleasure/shopping and 27.4 percent on food, with 12.6 percent being spent on other 
items. 
Whilst 72.3 percent of these visitors came from Queensland, of these 34.4 percent 
came from Brisbane with the remainder 24.3 percent coming Westem Queensland. 
Only 1.7 percent of total visitor expenditure was generated by foreign tourists with 
0.9 percent of these coming from New Zealand and 0.4 percent coming from 
Germany. Visitors from Australia but outside of Queensland came mostly from New 
South Wales outside ofthe Sydney area at 15.8% 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.12 The Economic Structure of the Fitzroy Region, 1989-90 
The Fitzroy region which includes the centre of Rockhampton accounts for 10.1 
percent ofthe State's gross output and accounts for 6.1 percent of employment in the 
state. The region contributes 15.1 percent to the State's total exports and 10.8 percent 
to the state's hnports. In examining the structure of the Fitzroy economy we note that 
the region is dominated by coal/petroleum mining contributing 24.9 percent to gross 
output. This is followed by metals manufacturing contributing 13.0 percent and 
elecfricity, gas and water contributing 11.8 percent. Transport/communications 
contributes 10.4 percent. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.13 Fitzroy Region - Tourism Activity 
Tourism activities contribute $ 141.1m to the regions economy or 5.1 percent 
ofthe state's tourism activity. In terms ofthe composition of that expenditure 
it is found that 39.9 percent of total expenditure is spent on food items. 
Accommodation accounts for 29.1 percent, pleasure shopping accounts for 
14.5 percent, transport and fares absorb 16.7 percent with expenditure on other 
items accounting for 6.2 percent. Visitors for the purpose of holiday 
recreation account for 67.7 percent of total visitor expenditure. Expenditure 
for the purpose of business related activity accounts for 24.5 percent of total 
visitor expenditure. With respect to examining the distribution of the visitor 
expenditure we find that 69.3 percent expenditure is generated by visitors from 
Queensland with 21.1 % coming from the Brisbane region and 23.4 percent 
coming from areas outside the eastem seaboard regions. Expenditure 
generated by visitors from other states account for 21.2 percent and New 
South Wales accounting for 10.4 percent of all expenditure dominates this. 
Overseas visitors generate 9.5 percent of total expenditure with 2.9 percent of 
this generated by people coming from the United States of America. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.14 The Economic Structure of the Mackay Region, 
1989-90 
Mackay contributes 4.9 percent to the State's gross output or $4,495.4m. It 
accounts for 3.9 percent of the state's employment and contributes 6.6 
percent of total exports and 7.4 percent of total imports. The Mackay region 
is dominated by coal/petroleum mining with 33.7 percent of gross output 
contributed by these activkies. Transport and Communications provide 12.0 
percent with building and construction contributing 6.6 percent to total gross 
output. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.15 Mackay Region - Tourism Activity 
The Mackay region contributes $251.9m to the state's total expenditure by 
tourists or 9.1 percent. Expenditure on food accounts for 27.3 percent ofthe 
total, accommodation accounts for 21.0 percent, pleasure shopping accounts 
for 15.4 percent, transport accounts for 28.1 percent with other accounting for 
8.2 percent of total tourism generated expenditure. Of the total dollar 
generated by visitors to the region holiday/recreation accounted for 86.2 
percent of this expenditure. Expenditure for business purposes accounted for 
9.4 percent with other visitors accounting for 4.4 percent. 
Queenslanders generated 36.2 percent of the total expenditure with 11.2 
percent coming from the Brisbane region. People from New South Wales 
generated 36.4 percent of total expenditure with 11.2 percent of these coming 
from the Sydney region. Foreign visitors accounted for 27.5 percent of total 
expenditure with 10.1 percent of this being generated by visitors from the 
United Kingdom. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.16 The Economic Structure of the Northern Region, 
1989-90 
The Northern Region contributes $6454.9m or 7.1 percent of the State's 
gross output. It contributes 6.5 percent of employment and accounts for 9.4 
percent of imports and 10.7 percent of exports. The distribution of 
economic activity in the region is such that the region is dominated by metals 
manufacturing which contributes 15.6 percent to total gross output in the 
region. Food manufacturing contributes 10.4 percent and community 
services contribute 9.5 percent. The wholesale/retail trade sector is 
dominant in the region providing 19.1 percent of all employment in the 
region. This is followed by community services providing 17.1 percent of 
the region's employment. Transport and communications employs 10.8 
percent ofthe total employed ahead of public administration on 10.1 percent. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.17 Northern Region - Tourism Activity 
Tourism activity in the Northem Region contributes 5.0 percent to the state's 
tourist expenditure. This is made up of 29.2 percent spent on food items, 23.5 
percent on pleasure/shopping, 16.3 percent on transport, 28.0 percent on 
accommodation, with other expenditure accounting for 3.0 percent. 
Queenslanders generated 47.1 percent of this expenditure with 19.2 percent 
coming from the westem regions of Queensland and 11.1 percent coming from 
the Brisbane region. Visitors from other States in Australia generated 25.5 
percent of this expenditure with 6.3 percent from Melboume, 5.7 percent from 
Sydney and 3.5 percent each from Perth and other New South Wales. 
Holiday/recreation accounted for 60.0 percent of total visitor expenditure with 
business activities accounting for 24.2 percent of total visitor expenditure in 
the region. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.18 The Economic Structure of the Far North Region, 
1989-90 
The Far North Region contributes 5.0 percent or $5,469.5m to the State's 
Gross Output. It accounts for 5.8 percent of total imports and 6.5 percent of 
total exports. However, it accounts for 5.7 percent of the State's 
employment amounting to 63,028 people employed. The structure of the 
region is changing in that what was once a thriving rural community 
revolving around the production of sugar cane, the changes have come away 
from rural activities and towards more urban ones. The wholesale/retail 
trade sector accounts for 12.3 percent of gross output in the region. This is 
followed by 11.5 percent attributed to public administration and 10.8 percent 
to mining other than coal/petroleum. It is interesting to note that 12.1 
percent is still contributed by anunal industries, other agriculture and 
forestry and fishing. It is also interesting to note that the finance sector 
contributes 11.5 percent to gross output. 
In terms of employment, the wholesale/retail trade sector accounts for 20.8 
percent of total employment in the state with 16.9 percent accounted for by 
community services and 10.9 percent by personal services. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.19 Far North Region - Tourism Activity 
The Caims region is noteworthy in that the tourism industry has developed in 
a supply lead fashion. The infrastmcture was developed firstly and the tourists 
came later. In examining tourist activity in the region we find that tourist 
expenditure account for 15.4 percent ($423.5m) ofthe State's total tourism 
expenditure. This is less than the Gold Coast (32.3 percent) but more than 
any other region in the State. 
This expenditure comprises 26.3 spent on food items, 30.2 percent on 
accommodation, 17.2 percent on pleasure/shopping, 24.8 percent on transport 
and fares and 1.5 percent on other items. An examination of the origin of 
these expenditures reveals that 79 percent of this expenditure is generated by 
visitors for holiday/recreations purposes, 11.0 percent generated by visitors for 
business purposes and 9.9 percent of expenditure generated by visitors for 
other purposes including working holiday. 
Queenslanders generated only 21.7 percent of total visitor expenditure to the 
region 8.5 percent coming from Brisbane, 3.1 percent from Townsville and 5.1 
percent coming from outside the east coastal regions. Other states of Australia 
generated 28.1 percent of total expenditure with Sydney and Melboume 
dominating on 8.4 percent and 8.2 percent respectively. Overseas visitors 
however, contributed 50.2 percent of total visitor expenditure to the region 
with the United States dominating on 12.0 percent ahead on the United 
Kingdom on 10.3 percent. Surprisingly, Japan generated only 4.2 percent, 
which might be accounted for by the fact that much of their expenditure is 
taken up by package tours not all of which stays in the Caims region. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.20 The Economic Structure of the West Queensland 
Region, 1989-90 
The West Queensland region is an amalgamation of the North West 
Statistical Division, the Central West Statistical Division and the South West 
Statistical Division. Together the regions contribute 4.4 percent to the State's 
Gross Output and account for 3.2 percent of the State's employment. The 
regional boundaries for the North West, Central West and South West 
Statistical Divisions are illustrated in Figure 6.4.5-1 showing Map 1 at the 
end of Chapter 6. 
7.20.1 The Economic Structure of the North West Region 
The distribution of industry activity in this regions is such that the North 
West region is dominated by other mining (Mt Isa) 10.3 percent and metals 
manufacturing 57.1 percent of Gross Output in the region and accounts for 
17.3 percent of employment. Anunal industries contribute 7.6 percent and 
transport and communication account for 4.5 percent. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.20.2 The Economic Structure of the South West Region, 1989-90 
Anunal Industries dominate this region contributing 28.6 percent of gross output 
and accounting for 26.2 percent of total employment in the region. 
Coal/petroleum mining contributes 11.0 percent to gross output and 2.1 percent of 
employment in the region. The building and construction sector is the largest 
employer in the region (13.9 percent) but only contributes 6.4 percent to gross 
output. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.20.3 The Economic Structure of the Central West Region, 1989-
90 
Anunal industries dominate this region also contributing 58 percent to gross output 
and 37.3 percent to total employment in the state. The next most significant sector 
in this region is the building and construction sector accounting for 7.6 percent of 
Gross regional output and contributing 6.9 percent to regional employment. The 
Trade sector (wholesale/retail) and Community services are significant employers 
in the region accounting for 12.7 percent and 12.8 percent respectively of total 
regional employment. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.21 West Queensland Region - Tourism Activity 
West Queensland contributes 2.3 percent to the state's total tourist expenditures or 
$64.7m. Of this amount 32.4 percent is spent on accommodation, 24.2 percent is 
spent on pleasure shopping and 27.4 percent on food items. Transport accounts for 
10.1 percent of total expenditure in the region and other items account for 5.9 
percent. 
An examination of where the visitors to the region come from reveals that 63 
percent of expenditure generated in the region come from visitors from Queensland 
with 37.2 percent of these coming from parts of Queensland outside the East Coast 
areas. Visitors from other parts of Australia account for 33 percent of visitors to 
the region with 11.0 coming from areas of New South Wales outside ofthe Sydney 
region. Overseas visitors account for only 3.7 percent with 1.4 percent ofthe total 
expenditure generated by visitors from the United Kingdom. 
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Chapter 7 A Regional Analysis of Tourism Activity in Queensland 
7.22 Conclusion 
This chapter has provided an analysis of the direct impacts of tourism activity on the 
regions of Queensland. The Brisbane-Moreton region accounts for almost 60 percent 
of the tourism activity in dollar terms in the State with the Gold Coast region 
contributing a significant proportion of that total. The Far North Queensland region is 
also significant in terms of regional tourism activity. 
The next chapter analyses the economic impact of the tourism activity on the regions 
of Queensland in terms of input-output multipliers and the contribution that tourism 
makes to the regional economies of the state. Summary tables of the input-output 
multipliers are provided at the end of Chapter 8 and the disaggregated regional 
economic impacts of tourism are provided in Appendices A to D at the end of the 
thesis. 
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Chapter 8 
8. VEA - Input-Output Impact Analysis of RETA-Q 
8.1 Introduction 
This chapter details the results of the economic impact analysis of the tourism 
data presented in the RETA-Q database. This is a major contribution to the state 
of knowledge relating to Queensland tourism as this is the first time that 
disaggregated muhipliers have been derived for the various categories of tourists 
visiting Queensland for each ofthe regions ofthe State. 
The resuhs of the regional economic impact analyses, using the Visitor 
Expenditure Analysis (VEA) methodology' as described in Chapter 6 follows 
with summary tables of the dollar value of the impacts appearing at the end of the 
chapter. The disaggregated multiplier results for each region for each category of 
visitor appear in Appendices A to D at the end of the thesis . Summary tables of 
the contribution of tourism to each ofthe regional economies which highlights the 
most important aspects of the analyses appear in Chapter 9 as part of the 
Implications for Regional Tourism Policy. 
Input Output multipliers were derived for all of the regions of Queensland and are 
presented in summary form for Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
(Table 8.2-1), Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors (Table 8.3-1) Backpacker 
Visitors (Table 8.4-1) and Daytripper Visitors (Table 8.5-1). 
' West and Bayne, 1990. 
Appendix A shows disaggregated results for Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation; Appendix B 
shows disaggregated results for visitors Visiting Friends and Relatives; Appendix C shows disaggregated 
results for Backpacker Visitors and Appendix D shows disaggregated results for Daytripper Visitors. 
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The impact analysis of the VEA methodology relies on an input-output model 
which is closed with respect to households . That is, the household sector is 
brought into the intermediate quadrant ofthe input-output model together with the 
other productive sectors in the model. This indicates that the level of local 
production is considered important in determining local levels of household 
income, and that this in tum will influence the level of local consumption, and, in 
tum, the local level of output in each sector. The closed (or augmented) matrix is 
similar to the A matrix in the conventional input-output model except that each 
round of economic reaction now incorporates an addition to the income of 
households, and an increase in output of the local sectors, to satisfy the 
requirements caused by the local expenditure of this household income. Thus, the 
inverse of the closed model includes an income multiplier and consumption-
induced effects. The elements of the closed inverse are larger than those of the 
open inverse because they include output levels required by local firms to meet 
the consumption-induced output effects. The household row ofthe closed inverse 
indicates the amount of income which accrues to households in direct, production 
induced and consumption-induced effects, per dollar sales of each sector. The 
household column indicates a consumption multiplier, i.e. the effect on output of 
an average or additional dollar of consumption in the region. 
The output multipliers for the closed model are calculated in the same way as the 
open model. The disaggregated output multiphers (as shown in Appendices A to 
D) indicate a direct, flow-on and total effect on the productive sectors of the 
economy. The flow-on effect can be considered to be the output result of the 
The closed matrix is sometimes called the augmented matrix. 
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initial dollar stimulus to the regional economy, thus depicting the multiplier as a 
measure of response to a stimulus which can be valued, in this case, as an 
additional (or average) dollar of output. 
The output multipliers for each of the regions indicate that each (average) dollar 
of tourism spending can be expected to result in first round purchases from all 
sectors, indirect or industrial support effects from producing sectors in the 
economy and consumption-induced effects through household consumption 
resulting in a total multiplier impact. Thus, the initial stimulus results in a flow-
on effect as the result of the interrelated stmcture of the economy. Hence, the 
impacts are represented in terms of an initial impact, a flow-on effect and a total 
effect. 
The disaggregated multipliers indicate the sectoral effects of the changes in 
tourism spending. These indicate estimates of the expected reaction on each and 
every sector in the economy to a change in the final demand in one or more 
sectors ofthe economy. 
Differential multipliers showing the economic impact of the various components 
of the RETA-Q database are presented as part of the regional distribution of 
economic impacts given in Appendices A to D. 
A detailed interpretation of the impact analysis results is provided for Visitors 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation, including the disaggregated resuhs of 
the analysis. In the interests of length of this chapter, the same level of detail is 
not provided for the categories of Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors, 
Backpacker Visitors and Daytripper Visitors. However, summary resuhs for 
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Visiting Friends and Relatives visitors (Table 8.7-4 to Table 8.7-6), Backpacker 
visitors (Table 8.7-7 to Table 8.7-9) and Daytripper visitors (Table 8.7-10 to 
Table 8.7-12) are provided below and a similar interpretation ofthe disaggregated 
resuhs for each category of visitor can be assumed. For example, the 
disaggregated output table for Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation in 
the Gold Coast region reveals the dollar value impact for the Recreation Sector. 
Although the dollar value impact in the same region for the same sector is 
different for the Visiting Friends and Relatives visitors category, the process of 
interpretation of the results are identical. Hence, the interpretation of the data is 
not repeated for each category of visitor for every disaggregated sector for all 
regions although a summary of the results are presented in table form in Tables 
8.7-1 to 8.7-12 at the end of this Chapter. Regional comparative impact resuhs 
are also presented in Table 8.7-13 for Output Impacts, Table 8.7-14 for Income 
Impacts and Table 8.7-15 for Employment Impacts. These can also be found at 
the end of this chapter. 
The Chapter begins by describing the input-output multiplier results for each of 
the categories of visitor for each region in the State in terms of output, income and 
employment multiplier in summary form (Table 8.2-1 to Table 8.5-1). This is 
followed by the impact results in terms of output, income and employment effects 
in dollar terms for the category of visitor Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation. Disaggregated results for the category of visitors Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation (Appendix A) for all the sectors in each of the 
regional economies is presented with an interpretation of the results. 
Disaggregated resuhs for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors (Appendix B), 
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Backpacker Visitors (Appendix C) and Daytripper visitors (Appendix D) are 
presented but not discussed in detail in the interests of length of this chapter. The 
chapter concludes with regional comparisons of the results for all regions and 
each visitor category for output, income and employment impacts (See Table 
8.7-13 to Table 8.13-15). 
8.2 Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation - All Regions 
Tourist expenditure is actually part of net local private consumption expenditure, 
i.e. goods and services purchased for consumption by private individuals, and 
expenditure of local tourists'^ is included in the Household consumption sector of 
final demand. Therefore, any change in tourist expenditures in the region is felt 
by the producing sectors as they respond to the first, second and subsequent round 
impulses which pass through the economy^. Thus, the economic impacts of 
tourism spending are distributed widely throughout the regional economy. 
Employment and income effects are spread in almost all sectors of the local 
economy and occur in industries and enterprises that might seem to have little 
relationship with tourism. However, the total impact of tourism spending 
comprises the direct and indirect effects. The direct and indirect effect refers to 
the effect on output of each sector in response to a unit (dollar) change in the final 
demand of each sector. The first round purchases, which represent the inputs 
purchased directly by the impacted industry from other firms are given by the 
direct coefficients matrix A. The second round effects occur as firms supplying 
Non-local tourist expenditure is treated as if they were exports. 
Throughout this chapter heavy reliance is placed on West and Bayne, 1990, for the formal interpretation of 
tourism impacts as defined in the VEA model. 
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inputs to the impacted industry in tum purchases inputs from other firms. The 
process continues with third-and-subsequent-round effects. Adding the initial 
unit (dollar) change in final demand to the sum of the second-and-subsequent 
round effects (the industrial support effects) gives the total direct and indirect 
effects (Type I multiplier) of a unit increase in sales to final demand of each 
sector. The increased output effects are associated with increased effects on 
household consumption resulting in a consumption-induced multiplier effect. The 
total multiplier effects including the consumption-induced effects are known as 
the Type II multiplier effects. 
The output muhipliers can be defined as the as the total change in output in the 
economy per unit change in final demand. Thus, each (additional) dollar of final 
demand spending by tourists (the initial effect), would result in first-round 
purchases from all sectors, indirect or industrial-support output effects from the 
producing sectors in the economy, and consumption-induced effects from 
household consumption. The Type I multipliers includes the initial effect, the 
first round effects and the industrial support effects but do not include the 
consumption-induced effects. The Type II multipliers include the Type I effects 
together with the consumption-induced effects. The Type II multipliers, 
therefore, are always larger than the Type I multipliers. The Flow-on multipliers 
indicate only the flow-on effects excluding the initial effect. 
Disaggregated output multipliers show the relative output effects which can be 
expected in each sector of the economy and the sum of these items represents the 
conventional direct and indirect input-output multiplier, showing the expected 
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relative impacts on the economy as a whole. 
Table 8.2-1 shows the impact muhiplier results for Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation by region of visit. The output impact is calculated, 
as in Table 8.7-1 for the Gold Coast region, as a ratio ofthe Total output impact 
(net plus flow-on effect) to the net level effect, 1,320,777.4/651890.6 = 2.03. 
Thus, the Output multiplier of 2.03 for the Gold Coast Region indicates that for 
every $1.00 of tourist spending $2.03 accmes to the region in total or $1.03 in 
flow-on effects. 
The VEA model calculates ratios commonly called impact "multipliers"^, 
although they are not strictly multipliers in the technical sense. These establish a 
relationship between initial or own-sector (income or employment) effects and 
flow-on (income or employment) effects, as follows: 
Impact Ratio ^ Total (Net and Flow-on) Effect 
Net Effect 
For example, referring again to Table 8.7-1, the total impact results for Income 
and Employment effects in the Gold Coast Region for Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation are illustrated. Thus, the income rafio or income 
impact is calculated as 338,400.5/161,238.8 = 2.10. Similarly, the employment 
impact effect is 18,149.8/9,646.7 = 1.88. These can be used as measures of 
association. That is, each dollar of household income accming to employees in 
the Gold Coast as a resuh of tourism spending, is associated with $2.10 total 
impact. For example, the $2.10 income muhipher shown in Table 8.7-1 for the 
* See West and Bayne, 1990, p. 11. 
These are also called "Ratio multipliers". 
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Gold Coast region shows that each $1.00 of direct income is associated with 
$1.10 of indirect income in terms of wages and salaries in the region. 
With respect to employment, the initial increase in output by one sector will be 
accompanied not only by an increase in income payments but also will be 
accompanied by an increase in employment. Thus, the employment multiplier of 
1.88 for the Gold Coast region indicates that each person directly employed as a 
result of tourism spending is associated with an additional .88 full time equivalent 
persons employed in the Gold Coast region. That is, the initial increase in final 
demand due to tourism spending will be accompanied by an increase in output in 
the producing sectors of the economy, increased income payments in terms of 
wages and salaries and increased employment which are given as total direct, 
indirect and induced income effects and equivalent full time jobs over all sectors 
ofthe economy. 
The dollar values of the regional tourism impacts for visitors Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation for all regions are presented in Table 8-7-1 (Output 
impacts). Table 8.7-2 (Income impacts) and Table 8.7-3 (Employment impacts) at 
the end of this Chapter. Interpretation of these results appear in the individual 
sections relating to each region. 
Comparing the muhiplier results for the Gold Coast with those for the Far North 
Queensland region (Table 8.7-1) reveals that the Far North Queensland multiplier 
of 1.48 for the Output impact has a lesser impact per $1.00 of tourist spending 
than is evident in the Gold Coast region with a muhiplier of 2.03. This suggests 
that the Gold Coast region has a more complex industrial stmcture than is evident 
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in the Far North Queensland region. 
Table 8.2-1 Summary Results of Regional Tourism Multipliers for Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying 
in Commercial Accommodation 
REGION 
GOLD COAST" 
BRISBANE 
SUNSHINE COAST 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY 
NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
IMPACT MULTIPLIERS 
OUTPUT 
2.03 
1,96 
l l » 
2.03 
1.62 
1.78 
1.57 
1.41 
1.61 
1.48 
1.51 
1.79 
INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
2.10 
1.98 
2.12 
2.11 
1.70 
1.72 
1.59 
1.45 
1.60 
1.50 
1.52 
1.82 
1.88 
1.74 
1.85 
1.83 
1.56 
1.60 
1.46 
1.39 
1.56 
1.45 
1.42 
1.67 
The dollar value results of the impact analysis for visitors Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation can be found in summary form for all regions in Tables 8.7-13 
for Total Output Impacts, Table 8.7-14 for Total Income Impacts and Table 8.7-
15 for Total Employment Impacts. The disaggregated resuhs, showing the dollar 
impacts on the industrial sectors of each region, appear in Appendix A for 
Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodafion at the end of the thesis with the 
disaggregated results for the Gold Coast region shown in Table A-1 in Appendix 
A. The disaggregated impact results are discussed for each region in the 
individual sections relating to each region. 
8.3 Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Visiting Friends 
and Relatives - All Regions 
Table 8.3-1 shows the multiplier values for visitors to the various Queensland 
regions who Visit Friends and Relatives. 
Note that the multiplier results for the Gold Coast region for visitors Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation are the same as those for Visiting Friends and Relatives visitors. This is simply 
coincidental as the the data for visitor nights and average daily expenditure differ (see Tables 7.3-5 and 
7.3-6 in Chapter 7) and the total impacts differ (see Tables 8.7-13 to 8.7-15 at the end of this chapter). 
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The Brisbane region shows the highest output impact muhiplier value of 2.09, an 
income impact muhipher of 2.16 and an employment multiplier value of 1.96. 
The output muhiplier impact effect including the consumption-induced output 
effects yields a value of 2.5 for the Brisbane region which indicates that this 
category of visitor contributes to $2.50 ($1.50 in flow-on effects) in total for 
every $1.00 of tourist spending. 
Table 8.3-1 Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives 
REGION 
GOLD COAST 
BRISBANE 
SUNSHINE COAST 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY 
NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
IMPACT MULTIPLIERS 
OUTPUT 
2.03 
2.09 
2.04 
2.03 
1.62 
1.78 
1.57 
1.41 
1.61 
1.48 
1.42 
1.79 
INCOME 
2.10 
2.16 
2.12 
2.11 
1.70 
1.72 
1.59 
1.45 
1.60 
1.50 
1.41 
1.82 
EMPLOYMENT 
1.88 
1.96 
1.85 
1.83 
1.56 
1.60 
1.46 
1.39 
1.56 
1.45 
1.37 
1.67 
The Output impact multiplier of 2.09 for the Brisbane Region indicates that every 
$1.00 of tourist spending has a total effect, direct and indirect, of $2.09 with flow-
on effects of $1.09 resuhing from the inifial spending. The income effect 
associated with the output effects is $2.16 for the Brisbane region and the 
associated employment effect is 1.96 flill time equivalent jobs. The doflar values 
ofthe impacts can be found in Table 8.7-4 for the Output impact values. Table 
8.7-5 for the Income impact values and Table 8.7-6 for the Employment impact 
values for VFR visitors at the end of this Chapter. 
Comparing the muhiplier resuhs (Table 8.3-1) for the Brisbane region with those 
for the Gold Coast region reveals that the Brisbane region output impact 
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muhipher of 2.09 has a greater impact per $1.00 of tourist spending than does the 
Gold Coast region muhiplier of 2.03. This suggests that the Brisbane region 
exhibits a more complex industrial stmcture than is evident in the Gold Coast. 
The dollar values of the multiplier impacts again can be found in summary form 
in Table 8.7-13 for Total Output Impacts, Table 8.7-14 for Total Income Impacts 
and Table 8.7-15 for Total Employment Impacts for VFR visitors for all regions. 
The dollar values of the disaggregated results showing impacts on the industrial 
sectors of each region appear in Appendix B for Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives at the end of the thesis. In the interests of length of this chapter these 
disaggregated results are not discussed in detail within this chapter. However, the 
interpretation of the disaggregated impact results follow the same process as is 
outlined for the category of Staying in Commercial Accommodation visitors 
which is discussed in detail below in the individual sections relating to each 
region. 
8.4 Input-Output Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors - All 
Regions 
Table 8.4-1 shows the multiplier results for backpacker visitors by region of visit. 
The Output impact multiplier of 2.05 for the Sunshine Coast Region indicates that 
for every $1.00 of tourist spending $2.05 accmes to the region in total or $1.05 in 
flow-on effects. The income effect associated with the output effects is $2.11 in 
total (or $1.11 in flow-on income effects) for the Sunshine Coast region. 
The associated employment impact is 1.85 full-time-equivalent jobs (flow-on 
effects of .85 jobs (FTE). The dollar values ofthe total impacts can be found in 
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Tables 8-7-7 to 8.7-9 for Backpacker visitors at the end of this Chapter. The 
resuhs are interpreted in the individual sections relating to each region. 
Table 8.4-1 Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
REGION 
GOLD COAST 
BRISBANE 
SUNSHINE COAST 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY 
NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
IMPACT MULTIPLIERS 
OUTPUT 
2.02 
2.05 
2.05 
2.03 
1.60 
1.77 
1.53 
1.39 
1.61 
1.48 
1.46 
1.79 
INCOME 
2.07 
2.10 
2.11 
2.09 
1.67 
1.72 
1.54 
1.44 
1.57 
1.50 
1.46 
1.80 
EMPLOYMENT 
1.84 
1.87 
1.85 
1.81 
1.54 
1.62 
1.42 
1.40 
1.55 
1.45 
1.38 
1.64 
Comparing the output muhiplier result for the Sunshine Coast region (2.05) with 
that for the Far North Queensland region (1.48) indicates that the Output impact 
effect in the Far North Queensland region has a lesser impact per $1.00 of tourist 
spending than is evident in the Sunshine Coast region. This suggests that the 
industrial stmcture in Sunshine Coast region is more complex than the industrial 
stmchire in the Far North Queensland region. 
The dollar values of the multiplier impacts again can be found in summary form 
in Table 8.7-13 for Total Output Impacts, Table 8.7-14 for Total Income Impacts 
and Table 8.7-15 for Total Employment Impacts. 
The disaggregated results showing impacts on the industrial sectors of each region 
appear in Appendix C for Backpacker Visitors at the end ofthe thesis. 
In the interests of length of this chapter these disaggregated results are not 
discussed in detail within this chapter. However, the interpretation of the 
disaggregated impact resuhs follow the same process as is outlined for the 
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category of Staying in Commercial Accommodation visitors which is discussed in 
detail below in the individual sections relating to each region. 
8.5 Input-Output Multipliers for Daytripper Visitors - All 
Regions 
Table 8.5-1 shows the multiplier values for visitors to the various Queensland 
regions for Daytripper visitors. The Output impact multiplier of 2.21 for the 
Brisbane Region indicates that for every $1.00 of tourist spending $2.21 accmes 
to the region in total or $1.21 in flow-on effects. The income effect associated 
with the output effects ofthe tourist spending is $2.16 for the Brisbane region 
($1.16 in flow-on effects) and the associated employment impact is 2.04 full-
time-equivalent jobs in total including flow-on impacts. The dollar values ofthe 
impacts can be found in Table 8.7-10 for Total Output Impacts, Table 8.7-11 for 
Total Income Impacts and Table to 8.7-12 for Total Employment Impacts at the 
end of this Chapter with the results interpreted in the individual sections relating 
to each relevant region. 
Table 8.5-1 Summary Results of Regional Input-Output Multipliers for Daytripper Visitors 
REGION 
GOLD COAST 
BRISBANE 
SUNSHINE COAST 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY 
NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
IMPACT MULTIPLIERS 
OUTPUT 
2.10 
2.21 
2.19 
2.19 
1.61 
1.68 
1.57 
1.36 
1.58 
1.47 
1.37 
1.82 
INCOME 
2.04 
2.16 
2.04 
2.08 
1.60 
1.59 
1.60 
1.44 
1.50 
1.47 
1.35 
1.78 
EMPLOYMENT 
1.95 
2.12 
2.04 
2.03 
1.57 
1.67 
1.56 
1.43 
1.55 
1.45 
1.34 
1.74 
Comparing the regional results for output multipliers in Table 8.5-1 indicates that 
for the Brisbane region with the Output impact muhiplier of 2.21, the industrial 
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structure ofthe region is more complex than that ofthe Wide Bay-Bumett region 
with a Output impact multiplier value of 1.68. 
Summary tables of the regional dollar values of the multiplier impacts can be 
found in Table 8.7-13 for Total Output Impacts, Table 8.7-14 for Total Income 
Impacts and Table 8.7-15 for Total Employment Impacts. The disaggregated 
resuhs showing the dollar values of the impacts on the industrial sectors of each 
region appear in Appendix D for Daytripper Visitors at the end ofthe thesis. 
In the interests of length of this chapter these disaggregated results are not 
discussed in detail within this chapter. However, the interpretation of the 
disaggregated impact results follow the same process as is outlined for the 
category of Staying in Commercial Accommodation visitors which is discussed in 
detail below in the individual sections relating to each region. 
8.6 Output, Income and Employment Impacts of Tourism 
Expenditure by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation 
8.6.1 The Gold Coast Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures on the Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
Table 8.7-1 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Gold Coast region on the Brisbane-
Moreton region. The table indicates the total output, income and employment 
impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the 
Gold Coast region spent a total of $891.6 million in direct expenditure. However, 
only $651.9 milhon remained within the Brisbane-Moreton region to impact on 
local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the region in the form 
of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced outside the region 
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but purchased within the region). The $651.9 million resulted in an additional 
$668.9 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the Brisbane-
Moreton region, giving a total impact on the Brisbane-Moreton economy of 
$1,320.8 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $161.2 million and is associated 
with 9,647 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $177.2 milhon and 8,503 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $338.4 million and 
employment of 18,150 persons. Again, the income refers only to net wages and 
salaries spent within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively in Appendix A, Table A-4. This shows the 
disaggregated output impact, disaggregated income impacts and disaggregated 
employment impacts for the Brisbane-Moreton region for Gold Coast visitor 
expenditures for visitors staying in commercial accommodation. The direct output 
impacts show the sectoral effects ofthe direct tourism expenditures. 
The Flow-on output effects and the Total output effects are illustrated in dollar 
tenns for the industries in the Brisbane-Moreton region as well as in percentage 
tenns. Interestingly, of the total direct impact of $651.9 million of tourist 
expenditures by visitors to the Gold Coast region, the greatest inifial stimulus 
occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreafion, etc. sector of $221.5 milhon or 
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approximately 34 percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects the Business 
services sector which did not account for any direct tourist expenditure in the 
Gold Coast region received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism 
expenditure ($175.0 milhon) accounting for 26.2 percent of the total flow-on 
effect of $668.9 million. This indicates that the Business services sector has 
considerable linkages with other sectors in the regional economy. This results in 
a total regional impact for the sector of $175.0 milhon or 13.3 percent ofthe total 
output impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $1,320.8 million. 
The Recreafion sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $267.7 million or 20.3 percent of the total output impacts including $46.2 
million of flow-on effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector indicates a 
significant impact of Gold Coast tourism expenditure in the Brisbane-Moreton 
region of a total direct and indirect effects of $224.1 million or 17.0 percent ofthe 
total output impacts in the region ($1,320.8 million). 
In terms of income effects on the Brisbane-Moreton region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the Gold Coast region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts (Appendix A, Table A4), reveals that tourists in 
the Gold Coast region directly impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune 
of $51.0 million. This is associated with 3,521 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that 
sector. The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-
retail trade sector is $37.6 million or 21.2 percent ofthe total flow-on of tourism 
impacts in the region. This is associated with 2,595 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In 
terms of total income effects in this sector, the total income impact of the tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Gold Coast amounted to $88.7 million or 26.2 
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percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton 
region of $338.4 million. This is associated with 6,115 jobs (FTE) or 33.7 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Gold Coast 
region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $61.3 million. This 
is associated with 4,288 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is $12,779 
mihion or 7.2 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region ($177.2 
million). This is associated with 894 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects in this sector, the total impact of tourism expenditure on the 
Recreafion, etc. sector by visitors to the Gold Coast region amounted to $74.1 
million or 21.9 percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated with 5,182.0 jobs (FTE) or 28.6 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
8.6.2 The Brisbane Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures 
on the Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation 
Table 8.7-1 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Brisbane region on the Brisbane-
Moreton region. The table indicates the total output, income and employment 
impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the 
Brisbane region spent a total of $524.7 million in direct expenditure. However, 
only $408.9 million remained within the Brisbane-Moreton region to impact on 
local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the region in the form 
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of government taxes and imports (goods and services produced outside the region 
but purchased within the region). The $408.9 million resulted in an additional 
$392.8 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the Brisbane-
Moreton region, giving a total impact on the Brisbane-Moreton economy of 
$801.7 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $107.5 million and is associated 
with 6,884 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $105.9 and 5,126 jobs (FTE) giving a total income 
impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $213.4 million and employment of 
12,011 persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent 
within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively^. Thus the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Brisbane-Moreton region for Brisbane visitor expenditures for 
visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-
5. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism 
expendihires. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries in the Brisbane-Moreton region as well as in percentage terms, 
hiteresfingly, of the total direct (net) impact of $408.9 million of tourist 
expenditures by visitors to the Brisbane region, the greatest initial stimulus 
' Appendix A, Table A-5 
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occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreafion, etc. sector of $261.1 million or 
approximately 64 percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects the Business 
services sector which did not account for any direct tourist expenditure in the 
Brisbane region received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism 
expenditure ($103.6 million) accounting for 26.4 percent of the total flow-on 
effect of $392.9 million. This results in a total regional impact for the sector of 
$103.6 milhon or 12.9 percent ofthe total output impact on the Brisbane-Moreton 
region of $801.7 million. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $291.3 million or 36.3 percent ofthe total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector indicates a significant impact of 
Brisbane tourism expenditure in the Brisbane-Moreton region of a total direct and 
indirect effects of $98.9 milhon or 12.3 percent ofthe total output impacts in the 
region. 
In terms of income effects on the Brisbane-Moreton region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the Brisbane region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Brisbane region directly 
impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $16.2 million. This is 
associated with 1,117.0 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is 
$23.0 milhon or 21.6 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. 
This is associated with 1,581 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income 
effects in this sector, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure by 
visitors to the Brisbane region on the Wholesale-retail trade sector amounted to 
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$39.1 million or 18.3 percent ofthe total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated with 2,698 jobs (FTE) or 22.5 
percent ofthe total employment impacts of tourism expenditure in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Brisbane 
region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $72.3 million. This 
is associated with 5,055 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is $8.4 
milhon or 7.9 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region ($105.9 
milhon). This is associated with 586 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects in this sector on the Wholesale-retail trade sector, the total impact 
ofthe tourism expenditure by visitors to the Brisbane region amounted to $80.7 
million or 37.8 percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated with 5,640 jobs (FTE) or 47.0 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
8.6.3 The Sunshine Coast Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures on the Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
Table 8.7-1 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Sunshine Coast region on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. The table indicates the total output, income and 
employment impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories, 
Visitors to the Sunshine Coast region spent a total of $236.8 million in direct 
expenditure. However, only $178.5 million remained within the Brisbane-
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Moreton region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage 
from the region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services 
produced outside the region but purchased within the region). The $178.5 million 
resulted in an additional $186.2 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other 
industries in the Brisbane-Moreton region, giving a total impact of tourism 
expenditure in the Sunshine Coast region on the Brisbane-Moreton economy of 
$364.7 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $43.5 million and is associated 
with 2,738.0 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $48.7 million and 2,336 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $92.2 million and employment 
of 5,074 persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent 
within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively'^. Thus, the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Brisbane-Moreton region for Sunshine Coast visitor expenditures for 
visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-
6. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism 
expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries in the Brisbane-Moreton region as well as in percentage terms. 
" Appendix A, Table A-6. 
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Interestingly, ofthe total direct impact of $178.5 million of tourist expenditures 
by visitors to the Sunshine Coast region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not 
surprisingly, in the Recreafion, etc. sector of $86.9 million or approximately 49 
percent. However, the flow-on effects of the Business services sector, which did 
not account for any direct tourist expenditure in the Sunshine Coast region, 
received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($48.0 
million) accounting for 25.8 percent ofthe total flow-on effect of $186.2 milhon. 
This results in a total regional impact for the sector of $48.0 million or 13.2 
percent of the total output impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $364.7 
million. 
The Recreafion sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $99.8 million or 27.4 percent of the total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector indicates a significant impact of 
Sunshine Coast tourism expenditure in the Brisbane-Moreton region accounting 
for a total direct and indirect effects of $50.8 million or 13.9 percent ofthe total 
output impacts in the region. Food manufacturing also has significant output 
impacts accounting for a total of $59.7 million or 16.4 percent ofthe total output 
impacts in the region. 
In terms of income effects on the Brisbane-Moreton region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the Sunshine Coast region, the table (Appendix A 
Table A-6) showing Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the 
Sunshine Coast region directly impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune 
of $10.0 milhon. This is associated with 687 (fiill-fime equivalent) jobs in that 
sector. The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-
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retail trade sector is $10.1 million or 20.8 percent of the total flow-on tourism 
impacts in the region. This is associated with 700 jobs (FTE) in the sector or 29.9 
percent of all jobs associated with tourism expenditure in the Sunshine Coast 
region. In terms of total income effects in this sector ofthe Wholesale-retail trade 
sector, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure by visitors to the 
Sunshine Coast amounted to $20.1 million or 21.8 percent ofthe total direct and 
indirect income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated with 
1,387 jobs (FTE) or 27.3 percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Sunshine 
Coast region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $24.1 
million. This is associated with 1,682 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. 
The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector 
is $3.6 million or 7.4 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($48.7 million). This is associated with 251 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects in the Recreation etc. sector, the total impact of the tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Sunshine Coast amounted to $27.6 million or 30.0 
percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton 
region. This is associated with 1,933 jobs (FTE) or 38.1 percent ofthe total 
employment impacts in the region. 
8.6.4 The Balance of Moreton Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures on the Brisbane-Moreton Region by Tourists 
Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
Table 8.7-1 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
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staying in commercial accommodation in the Balance of Moreton region on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. The table indicates the total output, income and 
employment impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. 
Visitors to the Balance of Moreton region spent a total of $35.3 million in direct 
expenditure. However, only $26.8 million remained within the Brisbane-Moreton 
region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the 
region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced 
outside the region but purchased within the region). The $26.8 million resulted in 
an addifional $27.6 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the 
Brisbane-Moreton region, giving a total impact on the Brisbane-Moreton 
economy of $54.4 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $6.5 million and is associated 
with 416 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects on 
the regional economy of $7.2 million and 346 jobs (FTE) giving a total income 
impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region of $13.7 million and employment of 762 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respecfively'\ Thus the Balance of Moreton 
disaggregated output impact table for the Brisbane-Moreton region for visitor 
" Appendix A, Table A-7. 
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expenditures for visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in 
Appendix A, Table A-7. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of 
the direct tourism expenditures. The Balance of Moreton region Flow-on output 
effects on the Brisbane-Moreton region are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries as well as in percentage terms. Interestingly, of the total direct impact 
of $26.8 million of tourist expenditures by visitors to the Balance of Moreton 
region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreation, 
etc. sector of $14.5 milhon or 54 percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects 
the Business services sector which did not account for any direct tourist 
expenditure in the Balance of Moreton region received the largest flow-on 
stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($7.1 million) accounting for 25.8 percent 
ofthe total flow-on effect of $27.6 million. This results in a total regional impact 
for the sector of $7.1 million or 13.1 percent ofthe total output impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region of $54.4 milhon. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the 
Balance of Moreton region of $16.5 million or 30.3 percent of the total output 
impacts including flow-on effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector indicates 
a significant impact of Balance of Moreton tourism expenditure in the Brisbane-
Moreton region of a total direct and indirect effects of $7.0 million or 12.9 percent 
ofthe total output impacts in the region. 
In terms of the Balance of Moreton region income effects on the Brisbane-
Moreton region, for visitors staying in commercial accommodation, the table 
showing Disaggregated income impacts (Appendix A, Table A7) reveals that 
tourists in the Balance of Moreton region directly impact the Wholesale-retail 
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trade sector to the tune of $1.3 million. This is associated with 89 (ftill-time 
equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect income effect or flow-on income 
effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is $1.5 milhon or 20.7 percent ofthe 
total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. This is associated with 103 jobs 
(FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income effects, the total income impact in 
the Wholesale-retail trade sector of the tourism expenditure by visitors to the 
Balance of Moreton amounted to $2.8 million or 20.4 percent ofthe total direct 
and indirect income impact on the Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated 
with 192 jobs (FTE) or 25.2 percent of the total employment impacts in the 
region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Balance of 
Moreton region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $4.0 
milhon. This is associated with 282 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The 
indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is 
$538 million or 7.5 percent of the total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($7.2 milhon). This is associated with 38 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects in the Recreation etc. sector, the total impact of the tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Balance of Moreton region amounted to $4.6 
million or 33.4 percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Brisbane-Moreton region. This is associated with 319 jobs (FTE) or 41.9 percent 
ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
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8.6.5 The Darling Downs Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-2 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Darling Downs region on the 
Darling Downs regional economy. The table indicates the total output, income 
and employment impacts ofthe visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. 
Visitors to the Darling Downs region spent a total of $64.3 million in direct 
expenditure. However, only $43.2 million remained within the Darling Downs 
region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the 
region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced 
outside the region but purchased within the region). The $43.2 million resulted in 
an addifional $26.7 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the 
Darling Downs region, giving a total impact on the Darling Downs economy of 
$70.0 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $11.0 million and is associated 
with 642 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects on 
the regional economy of $17.7 miflion and 360 jobs (FTE) giving a total income 
impact on the Darling Downs region of $18.6 million and employment of 1,002 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output. 
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income and employment respectively . Thus, the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Darhng Downs region for Darling Downs visitor expenditures for 
visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, 
Table A-8. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct 
tourism expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms 
for the industries in the Darhng Downs region as well as in percentage terms. 
Interestingly, ofthe total direct impact of $43.2 million of tourist expenditures by 
visitors to the Darling Downs region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not 
surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. sector of $22.1 million or approximately 52 
percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects, the Wholesale-retail trade sector 
received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($4.1 million) 
accounting for 15.5 percent of the total flow-on effect of $26.7 million. This 
results in a total regional impact for the sector of $11.1 milhon or 15.8 percent of 
the total output impact on the Darling Downs region of $69.9 million. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $21.0 milhon or 32.9 percent ofthe total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Food manufacturing sector indicates a significant impact of Darling 
Downs tourism expenditure in the Darling Downs region of a total direct and 
indirect effects of $7.5 milhon or 10.8 percent ofthe total output impacts in the 
region. 
In terms of income effects on the Darling Downs region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodafion in the Darling Downs region, the table showing 
^Appendix A, Table A-8. 
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Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Darling Downs region 
direcfiy impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $2.8 million. This 
is associated with 167 (full-fime equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is 
$1.7 milhon or 21.4 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. 
This is associated with 99 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income 
effects, the total income impact in the Wholesale-retail trade sector of the tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Darling Downs amounted to $4.4 million or 23.7 
percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the Darling Downs 
region. This is associated with 265 jobs (FTE) or 26.5 percent of the total 
employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Darling 
Downs region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $6.1 
million. This is associated with 384 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The 
indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is 
$245.5 million or 3.2 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($7.7 million). This is associated with 15 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects, the total impact in the sector of the tourism expenditure by 
visitors to the Darling Downs amounted to $6.4 million or 34.3 percent of the 
total direct and indirect income impact on the Darling Downs region. This is 
associated with 399 jobs (FTE) or 39.8 percent ofthe total employment impacts 
in the region. 
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8.6.6 The Wide Bay-Burnett Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures, by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation 
Table 8.7-2 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Wide Bay-Bumett region on the 
Wide Bay-Bumett region. The table indicates the total output, income and 
employment impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. 
Visitors to the Wide Bay-Bumett region spent a total of $124.2 milhon in direct 
expenditure. However, only $86.1 million remained within the Wide Bay-Bumett 
region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the 
region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced 
outside the region but purchased within the region). The $86.1 million resulted in 
an additional $67.0 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the 
Wide Bay-Bumett region, giving a total impact on the Wide Bay-Bumett 
economy of $153.0 milhon in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $33.0 million and is associated 
with 2,221 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $23.8 milhon and 1,325.0 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Wide Bay-Bumett region of $56.7 million and employment 
of 3,546 people. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent 
within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
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income and employment respectively'^ Thus the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Wide Bay-Bumett region for Wide Bay-Bumett visitor expenditures 
for visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table 
A-9. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism 
expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries in the Wide Bay-Bumett region as well as in percentage terms. 
Interestingly, ofthe total direct impact of $86.1 milhon of tourist expenditures by 
visitors to the Wide Bay-Bumett region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not 
surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. sector of $39.2 million or approximately 46 
percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects the Business services sector which 
did not account for any direct tourist expenditure in the Wide Bay-Bumett region 
received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($7.7 million) 
accounting for 11.5 percent of the total flow-on effect of $66.9 million. This 
results in a total regional impact for the sector of $7.7 million or 5.0 percent ofthe 
total output impact on the Wide Bay-Bumett region of $153.0 million. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $42.9 million or 28.0 percent of the total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and Retail trade sector indicates the significant impact of 
tourism expenditure in the Wide Bay-Bumett region of a total direct and indirect 
effects of $21.7 milhon or 14.2 percent ofthe total output impacts in the region. 
The Transport sector is also significantly affected by tourism expenditures 
contributing $15.6 million in total tourism impacts or 10.2 percent of the total 
tourism impacts in the regional economy. Food manufacturing is also 
^ Appendix A, Table A-9. 
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significantly affected by tourism expenditures in the region accounting for $23.7 
million or 15.5 percent ofthe total output impacts in the region. 
In terms of income effects on the Wide Bay-Bumett region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodafion in the Wide Bay-Bumett region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Wide Bay-Bumett 
region directly impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $3.8 million. 
This is associated with 253 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is 
$4.7 million or 19.6 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. 
This is associated with 30.9 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income 
effects, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure in the Wholesale-retail 
trade sector by visitors to the Wide Bay-Bumett amounted to $8.5 million or 15.0 
percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the Wide Bay-Bumett 
region. This is associated with 517 jobs (FTE) or 15.8 percent of the total 
employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Wide Bay-
Bumeh region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $19.0 
milhon. This is associated with 1,536.2 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. 
The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector 
IS $1.8 milhon or 7.5 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($23.8 milhon). This is associated with 144 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects, the total impact of the tourism expenditure in this sector by 
visitors to the Wide Bay-Bumett amounted to $20.8 million or 36.7 percent ofthe 
total direct and indirect income impact on the Wide Bay-Bumett region. This is 
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associated with 1,680 jobs (FTE) or 47.4 percent ofthe total employment impacts 
in the region. 
8.6.7 The Fitzroy Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures 
by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-2 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Fitzroy region on the Fitzroy region. 
The table indicates the total output, income and employment impacts ofthe visitor 
expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the Fitzroy region spent a 
total of $140.9 milhon in direct expenditure. However, only $99.8 million 
remained within the Fitzroy region to impact on local industries. The remainder 
represents a leakage from the region in the form of govemment taxes and imports 
(goods and services produced outside the region but purchased within the region). 
The $99.8 million resulted in an addifional $57.2 million in indirect or flow-on 
effects to other industries in the Fitzroy region, giving a total impact on the 
Fitzroy economy of $157.0 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $24.2 million and is associated 
with 1,484 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $14.3 million and 677 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Fitzroy region of $38.5 million and employment of 2,160 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
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The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively . Thus, the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Fitzroy region for Fitzroy visitor expenditures for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-10. The direct 
output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism expenditures. The 
Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the industries in the 
Fitzroy region as well as in percentage terms. Interestingly, of the total direct 
impact of $99.8 million of tourist expenditures by visitors to the Fitzroy region, 
the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. 
sector of $55.2 million or approximately 55 percent. However, in terms of flow-
on effects the Business services sector which did not account for any direct tourist 
expenditure in the Fitzroy region received the largest flow-on stimulus from the 
tourism expenditure ($8.7 million) accounting for 15.3 percent ofthe total flow-
on effect of $57.2 million. This results in a total regional impact for the sector of 
$8.7 million or 5.6 percent of the total output impact on the Fitzroy region of 
$157.0 milhon. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $57.9 million or 36.9 percent of the total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector reveals a significant impact of 
Fitzroy tourism expenditure in the Fitzroy region of a total direct and indirect 
effects of $19.5 million or 12.4 percent ofthe total output impacts in the region. 
"Appendix A, Table A-10 
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In terms of income effects on the Fitzroy region for visitors staying in commercial 
accommodafion in the Fitzroy region, the table showing Disaggregated income 
impacts reveals that tourists in the Fitzroy region directly impact the Wholesale-
retail trade sector to the tune of $4.7 million. This is associated with 295 (full-
time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect income effect or flow-on income 
effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is $2.8 million or 19.3 percent ofthe 
total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. This is associated with 173 jobs 
(FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income effects for this sector, the total 
income impact of the tourism expenditure by visitors to the Fitzroy region 
amounted to $7.5 million or 19.4 percent ofthe total direct and indirect income 
impact on the Fitzroy region. This is associated with 468 jobs (FTE) or 21.7 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Fitzroy 
region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $15.6 million. This 
is associated with 748 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is $747.9 
thousand or 5.2 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region ($14.3 
million). This is associated with 49 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects, the total impact of the tourism expenditure in the Recreafion etc. 
sector by visitors to the Fitzroy amounted to $16.3 million or 42.4 percent ofthe 
total direct and indirect income impact on the Fitzroy region. This is associated 
with 1,064 jobs (FTE) or 49.2 percent of the total employment impacts in the 
region. 
Page 314 
Chapters VEA Input-Output Analysis of RETA-Q 
8.6.8 The Mackay Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures 
by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-2 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Mackay region on the Mackay 
region. The table indicates the total output, income and employment impacts of 
the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the Mackay 
region spent a total of $252.0 million in direct expenditure. However, only 
$173.1 million remained within the Mackay region to impact on local industries. 
The remainder represents a leakage from the region in the form of govemment 
taxes and imports (goods and services produced outside the region but purchased 
within the region). The $173.1 million resulted in an additional $70.8 million in 
indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the Mackay region, giving a total 
impact on the Mackay economy of $243.9 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $43.6 million and is associated 
with 2,726.0 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $19.7 million and 1071 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Mackay region of $63.3 million and employment of 3,797 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively'^ Thus, the disaggregated output impact 
'^AppendixA, TableA-Il. 
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table for the Mackay region for Mackay visitor expenditures for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-11. The direct 
output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism expenditures. The 
Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the industries in the 
Mackay region as well as in percentage terms. Interestingly, of the total direct 
impact of $173.1 milhon of tourist expenditures by visitors to the Mackay region, 
the greatest inifial stimulus occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. 
sector of $73.9 million or approximately 43 percent. However, in terms of flow-
on effects the Business services sector which did not account for any direct tourist 
expenditure in the Mackay region received the largest flow-on stimulus from the 
tourism expenditure ($15.0 million) accounting for 21.2 percent ofthe total flow-
on effect of $70.8 milhon. This results in a total regional impact for the sector of 
$15.0 million or 6.1 percent ofthe total output impact on the Mackay region of 
$243.9 milhon. 
The Recreafion sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $78.3 million or 32.1 percent ofthe total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector receives a significant impact from 
Mackay tourism expenditure yielding total direct and indirect effects of $33.0 
million or 13.5 percent ofthe total output impacts in the region. The Transport 
sector also shows a sizeable tourism impact amounting to total output (including 
flow-on) impacts of $39.5 milhon or 16.2 percent ofthe total output impacts. 
In terms of income effects on the Mackay region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodafion in the Mackay region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Mackay region directly 
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impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $7.9 million. This is 
associated with 567 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect income 
effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is $4.4 
million or 22.3 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. This is 
associated with 317 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income effects in 
this sector, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure by visitors to the 
Mackay region amounted to $12.3 million or 19.4 percent ofthe total direct and 
indirect income impact on the Mackay region. This is associated with 885 jobs 
(FTE) or 23.3 percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Mackay 
region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $21.6 million. This 
is associated with 1,659.0 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is $1.3 
million or 6.6 percent of the total flow-on tourism impacts in the region ($19.8 
million). This is associated with 100 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects, the total impact of the tourism expenditure in this sector by 
visitors to the Mackay region amounted to $22.9 million or 36.1 percent ofthe 
total direct and indirect income impact on the Mackay region. This is associated 
with 1,759 jobs (FTE) or 46.3 percent of the total employment impacts in the 
region. 
8.6.9 The Northern Region Economic Impacts of Tourist Expenditures 
by Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-3 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
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staying in commercial accommodation in the Northem region on the Northem 
region economy. The table indicates the total output, income and employment 
impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the 
Northem region spent a total of $171.6 million in direct expenditure. However, 
only $118.1 million remained within the Northem region economy to impact on 
local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the region in the form 
of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced outside the region 
but purchased within the region). The $118.1 million resulted in an additional 
$72.1 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the Northem 
region, giving a total impact on the Northem economy of $190.2 milhon in 1989-
90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $37.0 million and is associated 
with 1,842 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $22.1 million and 1,032 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Northem region of $59.1 million and employment of 2,875 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respecfively'^. Thus the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Northem region for Northem region visitor expenditures for visitors 
* Appendix A, Table A-12. 
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staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-12. The 
direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism expenditures. 
The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the industries in the 
Northem region economy as well as in percentage terms. Interestingly, of the 
total direct impact of $118.1 million of tourist expenditures by visitors to the 
Northem region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not surprisingly, in the 
Recreation, etc. sector of $54.2 million or approximately 46 percent. However, in 
terms of flow-on effects the Wholesale-retail trade sector received the largest 
flow-on stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($14.1 milhon) accounting for 
19.6 percent ofthe total flow-on effect of $72.1 milhon. This results in a total 
regional impact for the Trade sector of $31.5 million or 16.6 percent ofthe total 
output impact on the Northem region of $190.2 million. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
of $21.6 milhon or 36.5 percent of the total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. 
In terms of income effects on the Northem region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the Northem region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Northem region directly 
impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $6.8 million. This is 
associated with 429 (full-fime equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect income 
effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is $5.5 
million or 25.0 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. This is 
associated with 348 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income effects, the 
total income impact in the Trade sector of the tourism expenditure by visitors to 
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the Northem region amounted to $12.3 million or 20.8 percent ofthe total direct 
and indirect income impact on the Northem region. This is associated with 777 
jobs (FTE) or 27.0 percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Northem 
region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $19.9 million. This 
is associated with 987 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is $1.7 
million or 7.5 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region ($22.1 
million). This is associated with 82 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects, the total impact of the tourism expenditure in this sector by 
visitors to the Northem region amounted to $21.6 million or 36.5 percent ofthe 
total direct and indirect income impact on the Northem region. This is associated 
with 1,069 jobs (FTE) or 37.2 percent of the total employment impacts in the 
region. 
8.6.10 The Far North Queensland Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-3 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Far North Queensland region on the 
Far North Queensland region. The table indicates the total output, income and 
employment impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. 
Visitors to the Far North Queensland region spent a total of $423.6 million in 
direct expenditure. However, only $287.2 million remained within the Far North 
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Queensland region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a 
leakage from the region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and 
services produced outside the region but purchased within the region). The 
$287.2 milhon resulted in an addifional $137.1 million in indirect or flow-on 
effects to other industries in the Far North Queensland region, giving a total 
impact on the Far North Queensland economy of $42.2 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
employment effects. The direct income effect is $84.7 million and is associated 
with 4,703 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the regional economy of $42.5 million and 2,096.0 jobs (FTE) giving a total 
income impact on the Far North Queensland region of $127.3 million and 
employment of 6,799 persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and 
salaries spent within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively'^. Thus the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Far North Queensland region for Far North Queensland visitor 
expenditures for visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in 
Appendix A, Table A-13. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of 
the direct tourism expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in 
dollar terms for the industries in the Far North Queensland region as well as in 
percentage terms. Interestingly, of the total direct impact of $287.2 million of 
"Appendix A, Table A-13. 
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tourist expenditures by visitors to the Far North Queensland region, the greatest 
inifial sfimulus occurred, not surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. sector of $134.9 
milhon or approximately 47 percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects the 
Wholesale-retail trade sector in the Far North Queensland region received the 
largest flow-on sfimulus from the tourism expenditure ($25.6 million) accounting 
for 18.7 percent ofthe total flow-on effect of $137.1 million. This resuhs in a 
total regional impact for the sector of $56.8 milhon or 13.4 percent ofthe total 
output impact on the Far North Queensland region of $424.2 million. 
In terms of income effects on the Far North Queensland region for visitors staying 
in commercial accommodation in the Far North Queensland region, the table 
showing Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Far North 
Queensland region directly impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of 
$11.7 million. This is associated with 731 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that 
sector. The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-
retail trade sector is $9.6 million or 22.5 percent of the total flow-on tourism 
impacts in the region. This is associated with 599 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In 
terms of total income effects, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure 
in the Trade sector by visitors to the Far North Queensland region amounted to 
$21.3 million or 16.7 percent ofthe total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Far North Queensland region. This is associated with 1,331 jobs (FTE) or 19.6 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Far North 
Queensland region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $39.0 
million. This is associated with 2,454 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. 
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The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector 
is $2.9 million or 6.8 percent of the total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($42.6 milhon). This is associated with 182 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects in this sector, the total income impact of the tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Far North Queensland region amounted to $41.9 
million or 32.9 percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the Far 
North Queensland region. This is associated with 2,635 jobs (FTE) or 38.8 
percent ofthe total employment impacts in the region. 
8.6.11 The West Queensland Region Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation. 
Table 8.7-3 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the West Queensland region on the 
West Queensland region economy. The table indicates the total output, income 
and employment impacts ofthe visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. 
Visitors to the West Queensland region spent a total of $65.0 million in direct 
expenditure. However, only $41.1 million remained within the West Queensland 
region to impact on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the 
region in the form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced 
outside the region but purchased within the region). The $41.1 million resulted in 
an additional $20.8 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the 
West Queensland region, giving a total impact on the West Queensland economy 
of$61.9 million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
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employment effects. The direct income effect is $11.1 million and is associated 
with 679 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects on 
the regional economy of $5.8 million and 286 jobs (FTE) giving a total income 
impact on the West Queensland region of $62.0 million and employment of 966 
persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages and salaries spent within 
the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively . Thus the disaggregated output impact 
table for the West Queensland region for West Queensland visitor expenditures 
for visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table 
A-14. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects ofthe direct tourism 
expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries in the West Queensland region as well as in percentage terms. 
Interestingly, ofthe total direct impact of $41.1 milhon of tourist expenditures by 
visitors to the West Queensland region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not 
surprisingly, in the Recreation, etc. sector of $22.1 million or approximately 54 
percent. However, in terms of flow-on effects the Trade sector (Wholesale and 
retail) received the largest flow-on stimulus from the tourism expenditure ($2.9 
million) accounting for 13.9 percent ofthe total flow-on effect of $20.8 milhon. 
This results in a total regional impact for the Trade sector of $8.9 million or 14.3 
percent of the total output impact on the West Queensland region of $62.0 
million. 
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The Recreafion, etc. sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the 
region of $23.4 million or 37.7 percent ofthe total output impacts including flow-
on effects. The Food manufacturing sector indicates a significant impact of 
tourism expenditure in the West Queensland region of total direct and indirect 
effects of $6.4 million or 10.4 percent ofthe total output impacts in the region. 
In terms of income effects on the West Queensland region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the West Queensland region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the West Queensland region 
directly impact the Trade (Wholesale-retail) sector to the tune of $2.4 million. 
This is associated with 148 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The indirect 
income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade sector is 
$1.1 million or 19.7 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region. 
This is associated with 72 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total income 
effects on the Trade sector, the total income impact of the tourism expenditure by 
visitors to the West Queensland region amounted to $3.5 million or 20.6 percent 
of the total direct and indirect income impact on the West Queensland region. 
This is associated with 217 jobs (FTE) or 22.8 percent ofthe total employment 
impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the West 
Queensland region directly impact the Recreation etc. sector to the tune of $7.3 
million. This is associated with 466 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The 
indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector is 
* Appendix A, Table A-14. 
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$407.5 thousand or 7.2 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($5.8 million). This is associated with 26 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of 
total income effects in the sector, the total impact of the tourism expenditure by 
visitors to the West Queensland region amounted to $7.7 million or 45.3 percent 
of the total direct and indirect income impact on the West Queensland region. 
This is associated with 492 jobs (FTE) or 50.9 percent of the total employment 
impacts of tourism in the region. 
8.6.12 The Total Queensland Economic Impacts of Tourist 
Expenditures by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation 
Table 8.7-3 shows the economic impacts of tourist expenditures by visitors 
staying in commercial accommodation in the Total Queensland region on the 
Queensland region. The table indicates the total output, income and employment 
impacts of the visitor expenditures on all expenditure categories. Visitors to the 
Total Queensland region spent a total of $2,705.4 million in direct expenditure. 
However, only $2,137.0 million remained within the Queensland region to impact 
on local industries. The remainder represents a leakage from the region in the 
form of govemment taxes and imports (goods and services produced outside the 
region but purchased within the region). The $2,137.0 million resuhed in an 
additional $1,686.4 million in indirect or flow-on effects to other industries in the 
Queensland region, giving a total impact on the Queensland economy of $3,823.5 
million in 1989-90. 
The net expenditure in the region can also be expressed in terms of income and 
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employment effects. The direct income effect is $550.8 million and is associated 
with 32,599 jobs (FTE). These produce indirect income and employment effects 
on the Queensland economy of $451.8 milhon and 21,922 jobs (FTE) giving a 
total income impact on the Queensland economy of $1,002.5 million and 
employment of 54,521 persons. Note that the income refers only to net wages 
and salaries spent within the region, and not to total household income. 
The direct (net) flow-on and total impacts are also disaggregated over the 
industrial sectors in the region and given in the associated tables for output, 
income and employment respectively. Thus, the disaggregated output impact 
table for the Queensland region for Total Queensland visitor expenditures for 
visitors staying in commercial accommodation is shown in Appendix A, Table A-
15. The direct output impacts show the sectoral effects of the direct tourism 
expenditures. The Flow-on output effects are illustrated in dollar terms for the 
industries in the Queensland region as well as in percentage terms. Interestingly, 
ofthe total direct impact of $2,137.0 million of tourist expenditures by visitors to 
the Total Queensland region, the greatest initial stimulus occurred, not 
surprisingly, in the Recreafion, etc. sector of $895.7 million or approximately 42 
percent. However, the flow-on effects the Business services sector which did not 
account for any direct tourist expenditure in the Total Queensland region received 
the largest flow-on sfimulus from the tourism expenditure ($388.3 million) 
accounting for 23.0 percent ofthe total flow-on effect of $1,686.4 million. This 
results in a total regional impact for the sector of $388.3 milhon or 10.2 percent of 
the total output impact on the Queensland region of $3,823.4 million. 
The Recreation sector accounts for a total of tourism output impacts in the region 
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of $1,005.2 million or 26.3 percent ofthe total output impacts including flow-on 
effects. The Wholesale and retail trade sector indicates a significant impact of 
Total Queensland tourism expenditure in the Queensland region of a total direct 
and indirect effects of $582.0 milhon or 15.2 percent ofthe total output impacts in 
the region. 
In terms of income effects on the Total Queensland region for visitors staying in 
commercial accommodation in the Total Queensland region, the table showing 
Disaggregated income impacts reveals that tourists in the Total Queensland region 
directly impact the Wholesale-retail trade sector to the tune of $131.3 million. 
This is associated with 8,827 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. The 
indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Wholesale-retail trade 
sector is $97.3 milhon or 21.5 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the 
region. This is associated with 6,538 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms of total 
income effects, the total Trade sector income impact of the tourism expenditure 
by visitors to the Total Queensland amounted to $228.6 million or 22.8 percent of 
the total direct and indirect income impact on the Queensland region. This is 
associated with 15,365 jobs (FTE) or 28.2 percent of the total employment 
impacts in the region. 
The disaggregated income effects table also shows that tourists in the Total 
Queensland region directly impact the Recreafion etc. sector to the tune of $261.9 
million. This is associated with 17,789 (full-time equivalent) jobs in that sector. 
The indirect income effect or flow-on income effect on the Recreation etc. sector 
is $32.0 milhon or 7.1 percent ofthe total flow-on tourism impacts in the region 
($451.8 million). This is associated with 2,173 jobs (FTE) in the sector. In terms 
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of total income effects in the Recreation etc. sector, the total impact ofthe tourism 
expenditure by visitors to the Total Queensland region amounted to $293.9 
million or 29.3 percent of the total direct and indirect income impact on the 
Queensland region. This is associated with 19,962 jobs (FTE) or 36.6 percent of 
the total emplojmient impacts in the region. 
8.7 Regional Tourism Output, Income and Employment 
Impacts for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors, 
Backpacker Visitors and Daytripper Visitors 
As indicated in the introduction to this chapter a detailed interpretation of the 
resuhs ofthe Input Output impact analyses for the categories of visitor of Visiting 
Friends and Relatives, Backpackers and Daytrippers are not included in the 
interests of reduced length of this chapter. However, the results for Tourists 
Visifing Friends and Relatives, Backpacker Visitors and Daytripper Visitors are 
giveii below in summary form for all regions in Table 8.7-13, Table 8.7-14 and 
Table 8.7-15 respectively for the Output Impacts, the Income Impacts and 
Employment Impacts in dollar values. These tables are preceded by the 
individual region tables for the category of visitor of those Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation, Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors, Backpacker Visitors 
and Daytripper Visitors. A brief explanation ofthe tables follows. 
Table 8.7-4 to Table 8.7-6 show the summary impacts of Visitor expenditures for 
Tourists Visiting Friends and Relatives for each region. Table 8.7-7 to Table 
8.7-9 show the summary results in dollar terms of the output, income and 
employment impacts of Backpacker Visitor expenditures on each ofthe regions of 
Queensland. The summary impacts of Daytripper Visitor expenditures in dollar 
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terms of the output, income and employment impacts on each of the regions of 
Queensland are shown in Table 8.7-10 to Table 8.7-12. Interpretafion of the 
results presented in these tables follow a similar interpretation of the results for 
visitor expenditure for Tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation as 
described in the text for Table 8.7-1 to Table 8.7-3 above. 
Regional comparisons of these results for each category of visitor expenditure are 
presented in Table 8.7-13 to Table 8.7-15. These tables show the output, income 
and employment impacts on each of the regions of Queensland. In terms of total 
output impacts the Brisbane-Moreton region as an aggregation of the impacts of 
the Gold Coast region, the Brisbane region, the Sunshine Coast region and the 
Balance of Moreton regions accounts for more than 65 percent ofthe total tourism 
impacts in the state. Although tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodafion 
account for the greatest proportion of tourism impacts $3,823.5 millions (61 
percent), tourists Visiting Friends and Relatives account for a significant 
contribufion to the State's tourism output impacts of 23 percent. Although 
Backpacker visitor expenditures contribute a relatively small amount to the total 
output impacts (2.4 percent), the Daytripper visitors contribute significantly more 
to the total of $826.6 million or 13.2 percent. 
The regional contribution, apart from the Brisbane-Moreton region, the Far North 
Queensland region contributes $599.6 million or 9.6 percent to the total for the 
State. This contrasts with the output impacts ofthe Gold Coast region of $1,835.7 
million or 29.4 percent of the total output impacts of tourism expenditure in the 
State. 
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Table 8.7-14 shows the Income impacts for each category of visitor for all regions 
in the State. The total income impacts are estimated to be $1,654.5 million for 
Total Queensland. The Brisbane-Moreton region contributes as much as 71 
percent to the total income effects in the State. This contrasts with the 
contribution to the total income effects by the Gold Coast region of $476.7 
million or 28.8 percent of the State's total. The Far North Queensland region 
contributes $180.5 million or 10.9 percent contrasting with the contribution by the 
Brisbane region of $400.5 million or 24.2 percent of the State's total income 
effect. 
The employment impacts can be seen in Table 8.7-15. The total employment 
impacts made by tourist spending in the state is 88,976 jobs (FTE). Again the 
Brisbane-Moreton region dominates in the employment impacts accounting for 
56,840 jobs (FTE) or 63.9 percent ofthe total employment impacts in the State. 
The Gold Coast region is the largest single region contributor to tourism 
employment impacts accounting for 25,302 jobs (FTE) or 28.4 percent ofthe total 
employment impacts. 
The next chapter examines the implications of these results for tourism policy in 
the regions of Queensland. 
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Table 8.7-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
891624.0 
651890.6 
668886.8 
1320777.4 
161238.8 
177161.7 
338400.5 
9646.7 
8503 .0 
18149.8 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2.10 1.1 
BRISBANE REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
524693.8 
408884.6 
392827.6 
801712.2 
ier 1.96 
INCOME 
($'000) 
107524 .8 
105895.5 
213420.3 
1.98 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
6884.6 
5126.4 
12011.0 
1.74 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
236789.7 
178502.7 
186240.5 
364743 .2 
ier 2.04 
INCOME 
($'000) 
43535.8 
48657.1 
92192.9 
2 .12 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
2738.0 
2336.4 
5074.3 
1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
35336.7 
26829.5 
27607.4 
54436.9 
2.03 
INCOME 
($'000) 
6458.5 
7200.5 
13659.0 
2.11 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
415.6 
345.9 
761.5 
1.83 
Page 332 
Chapters VEA Input-Output Analysis of RETA-Q 
Table 8.7-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Burnett, Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
64258.6 
43184.6 
26716.8 
69901.3 
1.62 
INCOME 
($'000) 
10921.7 
7680.7 
18602.4 
1.70 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
641.5 
360.3 
1001.7 
1.56 
WIDE BAY- BURNETT REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult. ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
124166.4 
86070.0 
66930.3 
153000.3 
ier 1.78 
INCOME 
($'000) 
32969.5 
23746.9 
56716.4 
1.72 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
2220.5 
1325.0 
3545.5 
1.60 
FITZROY REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
140887, 
99792. 
57190, 
156983, 
.0 
.9 
.8 
.7 
24199, 
14291, 
38491 
.8 
.6 
.4 
1483, 
676, 
2160, 
. 7 
.5 
.2 
Impact Multiplier 1.57 1.59 1.46 
MACKAY REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
To ta l 
251986 .8 
173103.7 
70771.2 
243874 .9 
43601.2 
19739.3 
63340.6 
2726 .0 
1071 .3 
3797 .3 
Impact M u l t i p l i e r 1.41 1.45 1.39 
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Table 8.7-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation - Northern, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Multiplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
171556.0 
118108.1 
72130.2 
190238.3 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
37018.8 
22080.5 
59099.3 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1842.3 
1032.4 
2874 .7 
1.56 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
4 2 3 5 5 9 . 5 
2 8 7 1 7 6 . 3 
1 3 7 0 5 4 . 1 
4 2 4 2 3 0 . 4 
8 4 7 2 7 . 8 
4 2 5 9 6 . 9 
1 2 7 3 2 4 . 7 
4 7 0 2 . 5 
2 0 9 6 . 0 
6 7 9 8 . 5 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 1.48 1.50 1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
64960.0 
41113 .0 
20807.4 
61920.3 
1.51 
INCOME 
($'000) 
11138.7 
5771.2 
16909.9 
1.52 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
679.3 
286.1 
965.5 
1.42 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($ '000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
2705377.5 
2137025.0 
1686428.0 
3823453.0 
550717.7 
451758.4 
1002476.1 
32598.9 
21921.7 
54520.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.79 1.82 1.67 
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Table 8.7-4 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions. 
GOLD COAST REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Levi 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
139543 .3 
102022.8 
104692.8 
206715.6 
25238.8 
27729.8 
52968.6 
1509.7 
1330.9 
2840.6 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2.10 1.1 
BRISBANE REGION 
VISITING FIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
333394.3 
240530.4 
261172.6 
501703.0 
58880.0 
68300.5 
127180.4 
3411.3 
3268.9 
6680.2 
Impact Multiplier 2 . 0 9 2 . 1 6 1 . 9 6 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
V I S I T I G FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
mpact Multipl. ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
69430.4 
52339.9 
54611.8 
106951.7 
2.04 
INCOME 
($'000) 
12766.8 
14268.1 
27034.9 
2.12 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
802 .8 
685.1 
1487.9 
1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
VISTING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
3 3 7 0 3 6 . 5 
2 5 5 8 9 0 . 3 
2 6 3 3 3 7 . 1 
5 1 9 2 2 7 . 4 
6 1 6 0 5 . 6 
6 8 6 8 3 . 3 
1 3 0 2 8 8 . 9 
3 9 6 4 . 1 
3 2 9 9 . 4 
7 2 6 3 . 5 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 2 . 0 3 2 . 1 1 1 . 8 3 
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Table 8.7-5 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide Bay Burnett, Fitzroy and Mackay Regions. 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DALING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
54505.4 
36677.5 
22648.9 
59326.4 
1.62 
INCOME 
($'000) 
9321.4 
6515.6 
15837.0 
1.70 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
544 .9 
305.6 
850.4 
1.56 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
VISIING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTALIMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUPUT 
($'000) 
88000.1 
60979.7 
47399.7 
108379.4 
ier 1.78 
INCOME 
($'000) 
23362.6 
16818.3 
40180.9 
1.72 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1571.6 
938.4 
2510.0 
1.60 
FITZROY REGION 
VISITING FIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL MPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
59549.0 
42180.0 
24167.6 
66347.6 
1.57 
INCOME 
($'000) 
10229.7 
6039.8 
16269.4 
1.59 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
627.0 
285.9 
912.9 
1.46 
MACKAY REGION 
VISITIG FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUPUT 
($•000) 
47490.1 
32621.2 
13354.4 
45975.6 
1.41 
INCOME 
($'000) 
8213.2 
3722.5 
11935.6 
1.45 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
513.5 
202.1 
715.6 
1.39 
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Table 8 7-6 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors - Northern, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
VISITING FRIEND AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON THE NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
66747.7 
45963.6 
28070.0 
74033.6 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
14408.1 
8593 .0 
23001.1 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
717.2 
401.8 
1118.9 
1.56 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
103160.6 
69949.0 
33380.2 
103329.2 
ier 1.48 
INCOME 
($'000) 
20640.8 
10375.3 
31016.1 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1145.4 
510.5 
1655.9 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
33771.8 
21731.4 
9221.0 
30952.4 
6720.2 
2756.7 
9476.8 
366.0 
136.6 
502.6 
Impact Multiplier 1 . 4 2 1 . 4 1 1 . 3 7 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISI ING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
1 0 2 5 3 9 2 . 9 
8 0 9 9 9 9 . 2 
6 3 9 2 0 7 . 9 
1 4 4 9 2 0 7 . 1 
2 0 8 7 5 0 . 3 
1 7 1 2 3 2 . 9 
3 7 9 9 8 3 . 2 
1 2 3 5 5 . 3 
8 3 0 9 . 1 
2 0 6 6 4 . 5 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 1 . 7 9 1 . 8 2 1 . 6 7 
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Table 8 7-7 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors - Gold 
Coast Brisbane Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
12260.2 
9187.7 
9402.3 
18590.0 
2.02 
INCOME 
($'000) 
2341.0 
2497.3 
4838.3 
2.07 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
143 .0 
120.1 
263.1 
1.84 
BRISBANE REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
13447.3 
10016.2 
10472 .4 
20488.6 
2516.5 
2761.8 
5278.3 
152 .7 
132.6 
285.4 
Impact Multiplier 2 . 0 5 2 . 1 0 1 . 8 7 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
4110.1 
3112.9 
3273 .8 
6386.7 
2.05 
INCOME 
($'000) 
767.8 
855.3 
1623.1 
2.11 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
48.3 
41.1 
89.4 
1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
82.3 
63 .6 
65.7 
129.3 
2.03 
INCOME 
($ '000) 
15.7 
17.2 
32.9 
2.09 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1.0 
0.8 
1.8 
1.81 
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Table 8.7-8 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors - Darling 
Downs, Wide Bay-Burnett, Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
374.2 
256.1 
154.9 
411.0 
1.60 
INCOME 
($'000) 
66.7 
44 .8 
111.5 
1.67 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
3.9 
2.1 
6.0 
1.54 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
2604.2 
1786.2 
1370.4 
3156.7 
1.77 
INCOME 
($'000) 
675.8 
487.2 
1163.0 
1.72 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
43 .7 
27.2 
70.8 
1.62 
FITZROY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
4101.9 
2976.1 
1586.4 
4562.5 
1.53 
INCOME 
($'000) 
752.6 
404 .4 
1157.0 
1.54 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
45.9 
19.1 
65.0 
1.42 
MACKAY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
19749.7 
13988.0 
5418.5 
19406.5 
1.39 
INCOME 
($'000) 
3423.1 
1508.1 
4931.3 
1.44 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
207.2 
82.3 
289.5 
1.40 
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Table 8.7-9 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors -Northern 
Region, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
7114.3 
5005.1 
3033.0 
8038.1 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
1626.8 
930.3 
2557.2 
1.57 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
79.7 
43 .6 
123.2 
1.55 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
36477.8 
24619.4 
11733.8 
36353.2 
7362.6 
3653.6 
11016.2 
401.1 
179.8 
580.9 
Impact M u l t i p l i e r 1.48 1.50 1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
580.2 
379.7 
174.4 
554.2 
1.46 
INCOME 
($'000) 
109.6 
50.1 
159.7 
1,46 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
6.5 
2.5 
9.0 
1.38 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
104500.7 
84308.4 
66338.5 
150646.9 
ier 1.79 
INCOME 
($•000) 
22339.3 
17828.3 
40167.6 
1.80 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1344 .0 
866.6 
2210.6 
1.64 
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Table 8.7-10 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors - Gold 
Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
194411.1 
138107.4 
151481.3 
289588.8 
39503.7 
40968.1 
80471.8 
2071.1 
1977.1 
4048.2 
Impact Multiplier 2.10 2.04 1.95 
BRISBANE REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
134416 
92006 
111090 
203096 
.8 
.3 
.0 
.3 
25325, 
29260, 
54586, 
.7 
.6 
.3 
1248 
1403 
2651 
.2 
.2 
.4 
Impact Multiplier 2 .21 2.16 2.12 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
62284, 
43492, 
51753, 
95245, 
.7 
.2 
.6 
.9 
13393.2 
13976.8 
27370.0 
647, 
675, 
1322, 
.2 
.4 
.6 
Impact Multiplier 2.19 2.04 2.04 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
10971.4 
7816.3 
9328.8 
17145.1 
2292 .0 
2481.5 
4773 .5 
116.7 
119.6 
236.3 
Impact Multiplier 2 .19 2.08 2.03 
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Table 8 7-11 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors - Darling 
Downs, Wide Bay-Burnett, Fitzroy ,and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
51874.4 
32996.5 
20044 .0 
53040.5 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
9792 .8 
5869.0 
15661.7 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
481.2 
275.2 
756.4 
1.57 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
16495.6 
10540.7 
7158.6 
17699.4 
1.68 
INCOME 
($'000) 
4378.6 
2585.1 
6963 .8 
1.59 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
214.2 
143.0 
357.2 
1.67 
FITZROY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
27491.4 
17926.4 
10266.2 
28192.6 
1.57 
INCOME 
($'000) 
4356.2 
2603.5 
6959.7 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
218.0 
123.1 
341.1 
1.56 
MACKAY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
19844 .0 
12939.0 
4648.8 
17587.8 
3020.0 
1316.3 
4336.3 
166.8 
71.6 
238.4 
Impact Multiplier 1.36 1,44 1.43 
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Table 8 7-12 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors -Northern 
far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
25656.8 
16553 .8 
9559.2 
26113 .0 
1.58 
INCOME 
($'000) 
5925.2 
2984 .4 
8909.6 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
255.7 
140.2 
395.9 
1.55 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
36882.3 
24321.1 
11381.2 
35702.3 
1.47 
INCOME 
($'000) 
7590.8 
3590.8 
11181.5 
1.47 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
392.6 
176.2 
568.9 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
6178.3 
3998.6 
1481.8 
5480.4 
1.37 
INCOME 
($'000) 
1327.4 
469.1 
1796.5 
1.35 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
69.2 
23 .2 
92.4 
1.34 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
608076.9 
453513.6 
373089.1 
826602.7 
ier 1.82 
INCOME 
($'000) 
130267.3 
101566.6 
231833.9 
1.78 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
6641.4 
4938.5 
11579.9 
1.74 
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Chapter 9 Implications for Tounsm Policy in Queensland 
Chapter 9 
9. Implications for Regional Tourism Policy in Queensland 
9.1 Introduction 
This chapter examines the policy implications for each region that arises from the 
analysis ofthe data in the RETA-Q database. The results ofthe mput-output analysis 
highlights the importance of strengthening the economic linkages withm the regions 
and thus increasing the amount of re-circulation of the inihal tourist dollar by 
purchasing locally produced or available goods and services, h is also worthwhile to 
attempt to establish new linkages by encouraging indusfries that can contnbute to 
local needs and interests and help diversify the regional economy. At the same hme it 
is important to give consideration to any possible negative economic impacts of 
tounsm development. Finally, although the focus here is on the economic 
contribution of tourism to each region in Queensland, sustainable tourism 
development must consider and attempt to mitigate any possible detrimental social 
and environmental impacts of tounsm activity in the regions. 
This chapter takes a brief look at the implications for tourism policy at the regional 
level in Queensland. What has become clear is that each region has a different 
industry mix which has been historically developed and market realities suggest that 
the mix of tourism would be different for different regions. The present tourism mix 
reflects the present reality ofthe market and reflects the past and existmg advantages 
of the region in the tourism market. The analysis overall suggests that no single 
tounsm policy would be effective in all regions since each region has different 
requirements and different attractions for tourists. To be successful sustainable 
development of tourism at the regional level would benefit from a region by region 
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percent) was contributed by tourists staying in Commercial Accommodation, $206.8 
milhon or 11.3 percent was contributed by Visiting Fnends and Relatives Vishors, 
$18.6 million or 1.01 percent was contributed by Backpacker Visitors and $289.6 
milhon or 15.8 percent was contributed by Daytripper Visitors in the Gold Coast 
region. 
These figures indicate that the markets of Visiting Friends and Relatives, Backpacker 
Visitors and Daytrippers in the Gold Coast region are relatively less significant in 
economic impact terms than the market for tourists staying in commercial 
accommodation. Policy makers may wish to develop strategies to lift the economic 
contribution of these visitor categories. 
The RETA-Q includes data regarding Main attraction to Queensland' as well as Main 
activity by tourists in the Gold Coast region as shown below. Table 9.2.1-2 shows the 
Main Attraction to Queensland in terms of percentage of vishors to the Gold Coast 
Region by Origin of Visitor. The table indicates that of all the attractions in the Gold 
Coast region among the most significant for visitors from outside the region are 
Warm Weather with approximately 21.4 percent of all visitors citing this as the main 
attraction to Queensland. BeachAVater activities was the Main attraction for 14.8 
percent of all visitors. 
The table also indicates that for the category of Beach/water the percentage of visitors 
from Caims, Canada, Maryborough and other Queensland are higher than for xisitors 
from other regions. For the attraction of Warm weather, the percentage of visitors to 
the Gold Coast region are highest for vishors originatmg from the A.C.T. (64.9 
percent). Other Victona (66.1 percent) and New Zealand South Island (61.7 percent). 
Tabulations provided by the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation's Queensland Visitor Survey, 1989-90. 
Main Attraction Data was only available for the category of tourists Staying in Commercial Accommodation. 
Page 349 
Chapter 9 Implications for Tounsm Policy in Queensland 
Table 9.2.1-2 Gold Coast Region. Main attraction by Origin of Visitor (Percentage of Visitors). 
ORIGIN 
CAIRNS/TABLELAND 
CANADA 
MARYBOROUGH 
OTHER QLD 
PERTH 
SYDNEY 
TASMANIA 
BRISBANE 
SUNSHINE COAST 
A.CT. 
ADELAIDE 
OTHER NSW 
OTHER VIC 
MELBOURNE 
N.Z. SOUTH ISLAND 
JAPAN 
OTHER 
U.K. 
U.S.A. 
OTHER EUROPE 
OTHER SA 
NZ. NORTH ISLAND 
GERMANY 
GOLD COAST 
TOWNSVILLE 
MACKAY/PROSERPINE 
BUNDABERG 
P.N.G. 
ROCKHAMPTON/GLADSTONE 
S.E.ASIA 
OTHER WA 
NORTHERN TERRITORY 
TOTAL 
BO
AT
IN
G
/ 
FI
SH
IN
G
 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.42 
0.00 
0.40 
0.00 
0.29 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.56 
0.37 
2.14 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.10 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.61 
O
TH
ER
 
SP
O
R
T 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.70 
0.00 
0.06 
3.21 
0.78 
0.00 
0.00 
0.08 
0.70 
0.12 
2.61 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.23 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.66 
VI
SI
TI
N
G
 
FR
IE
N
D
S 
14.80 
2.54 
5.43 
8.32 
10.52 
10.72 
0.00 
6.31 
8.62 
0.00 
13.60 
8.46 
7.87 
8.54 
5.44 
0.00 
76.10 
31.23 
1.09 
1.63 
44.97 
7.06 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.34 
1.50 
2.95 
3.34 
41.73 
100.00 
7.68 
R
EL
AX
IN
G
/ 
Q
UI
ET
 
11.54 
3.66 
0.00 
18.97 
0.00 
4.11 
0.65 
12.47 
0.00 
13.40 
2.31 
12.05 
5.20 
4.13 
5.48 
0.00 
0.00 
0.30 
0.02 
9.77 
0.00 
15.12 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
46.86 
0.00 
0.00 
34.46 
0.00 
2.13 
0.00 
9.08 
W
AR
M 
1 
W
E
A
TH
E
R
 
0.00 
3.53 
0.00 
6.0O 
41.60 
23.19 
15.31 
4.58 
0,00 
64.93 
47.45 
33.08 
66,09 
61.68 
40.11 
0.^1 
13.13 
11.02 
22.28 
8.38 
42,03 
52.70 
2.54 
0.00 
0.00 
0,00 
0.00 
15.15 
5.4S 
0,53 
45.79 
0.00 
21.35 
TO
UR
IN
G
 
7.46 
17.46 
0.00 
0.12 
5.09 
1.01 
6.12 
0.09 
0.00 
0.91 
13.37 
2.00 
7.07 
1.43 
0.00 
0.00 
3.11 
19.24 
34.88 
43.46 
3.62 
1.67 
39.98 
0.00 
10.48 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
6.40 
0.00 
2.10 
O
R
G
AN
IZ
ED
 
TO
UR
 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
2.48 
0.00 
0.80 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.03 
0.19 
0.37 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.04 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.81 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.06 
BA
R
R
IE
R 
R
EE
F 
0.00 
25.14 
0.00 
0.00 
0.92 
0.84 
1.47 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.50 
0.50 
1.77 
0.45 
0.23 
22.67 
1.36 
19.95 
8.84 
21.14 
1.94 
0.26 
42.12 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
5.28 
3.95 
0.00 
1.65^ 
BE
AC
H/
 
1 
W
AT
ER
 
61.01 
44.10 
43.54 
31,53 
24.46 
21.06 
20.85 
17,27 
16.83 
13,75 
12.66 
9,77 
8.21 
7.42 
5.72 
4.31 
3,14 
2,75 
2.23 
1,40 
0.30 
0.19 
0.00 
0.00 
0,00 
0,00 
0.00 
0,00 
0,00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
14,77 
N
EA
R
BY
 
AC
TI
VI
TY
 
1.56 
0.16 
0.00 
3.50 
0.40 
1.14 
0.00 
4.84 
1.39 
3.52 
0.00 
0.73 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
8.89 
0.00 
0.00 
4.37 
0.00 
0.00 
2.04 
3.34 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
11.89 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
2.61 
CH
EA
P 
AC
CO
M
M
 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.92 
0.00 
1.76 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.61 
0.35 
2.48 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.09 
0.00 
0,00 
0.00 
0.09 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.01 
The major attractions are nature based and thus require little in the way of public 
maintenance. However, the influx of tourists to the region does require other 
infrastmcture support, particularly in terms of utilities services and associated 
accommodation services. Hence, policy makers need to ensure sufficient resources 
are devoted to the region to enable sustainable tourism development bearing in mind 
IS would be the case for the attraction of warm weather, but could be contentious for other attractions which 
have environmental impacts such as the Barrier Reef 
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the competing resource needs of other industries in the region. 
Although it would appear to be appropriate to concentrate marketing strategies on the 
target markets of those categories of visitors from generating countries which already 
indicate a preference for particular destination tourism, pohcy makers developing 
regional tourism strategies might give consideration to new and developing generating 
regions to increase visitor numbers and length of stay in the region. 
An examination of the impact of tourism of the other sub-regions of the Brisbane-
Moreton region highhghts the differences in tourism impacts on the Brisbane-
Moreton region. 
9.2.2 Brisbane Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-Moreton 
Region Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.2-1 shows the regional contribution of tourism activity in the Brisbane 
region in terms of contribution to Gross Output in the Brisbane-Moreton region. 
Thus, for example, in terms ofthe total impact of tourism expenditure in the Brisbane 
region the contribution that tourism makes in terms of the impact of tourism 
expenditure as a percentage of Gross Regional Output to the total Brisbane-Moreton 
region is 2.89 percent. 
Table 9.2.2-1 Brisbane Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton Region 
TOURISM IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
STAYING IN 
COMMERCIAL 
ACCOM 
VISITING 
FRIENDS & 
RELATIVES 
BACKPACKER 
VISITORS 
DAYTRIPPER 
VISITORS 
TOTAL 
IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
;Direct Tourism Impacts 
i Flow-on Effects 
408,884.60 
392,827.60 
240,530.40 
261,172.60 
10,016.20 
10,472.40 
92,006.30 
111,090.00 
751,437.50 
775,562.60 
Total Tourism Impacts 
ipategory of Visitor Impacts % 
iPfTotaUrnpacts 
[Brisbane Tourism Output 
iJmpacts % of Brlsbane-
[Mor€ton_£rossOutput 
801,712.20 501,703.00 20,488.60 203,096.30 
52.5% 32.9% 1.3% 13.3% 
1,527,000.10 
100.0%: 
1.52% 0.95% 1 0.04% 0.38% 2,89%5 
This 2.89 percent contribution reflects the tourism uidustry's contribution to the 
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economy of Brisbane-Moreton Region including the Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine 
Coast and Balance of Moreton regions.The table also shows the distribution of that 
tourism contribution among the categories of visitors to the State of Queensland. 
Hence, ofthe total tourism impact in the Brisbane region of $1,527,1 million, $801.7 
(approximately 52.5 percent) was contributed by tourists staying in Commercial 
Accommodation, $501.7 milhon or 32.9 percent was contributed by Visiting Friends 
and Relatives Visitors, $20.5 milhon or 1.03 percent was contributed by Backpacker 
Visitors and $203.1 milhon or 13.3 percent was contributed by Daytripper Visitors in 
the Brisbane region. This distribution differs from that in the Gold Coast region 
where there was a higher percentage of visitors in the category of Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation compared with Brisbane visitors but the latter 
contiibuted a significant proportion of visiting Friends and Relatives visitors (32.9 
percent compared with this category for the Gold Coast of only 11.3 percent of 
visitors). Stimulation of tounsm activity in the Brisbane region, therefore, requires 
recognition ofthe importance ofthe VFR category of visitor for this region. 
Table 9.2.2-2 for the Brisbane region shows the Main attraction to Queensland by 
Origin of Vishor in percentage of visitor terms. 
The most significant attraction for vishors from outside the Brisbane region are 
Visiting fnends and Warm Weather. 
The table also shows that visitors to the Brisbane region from A.C.T. (90.98 percent), 
Townsville (82.0 percent), and the Caims/Tableland (61.6 percent) have the highest 
proportion of visitors attracted to the region for visiting friends, New Zealand South 
Island (52.1 percent). New Zealand North Island (43.9 percent) and Melboume 
indicate their attraction to the Brisbane region being largely due to the Warm weather 
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category, hi terms of all visitors to the Brisbane region, 25.3 percent indicate they 
value Visiting friends whilst 12.0 percent indicate they value Warm weather. 
However, overall the table indicates that the majority of visitors to the Brisbane 
region originate from within Queensland in the category of Visiting Friends and 
Relatives visitors. 
Table 9.2.2-2 Brisbane Region, Main .Attraction to Region (Percentage of Visitors) 
ORIGIN 
a: I -
uj a: 
X O 
I - Q. 
O W >u: O I -
Q 
UJ 
N Q: 
z 3 
< O 
O I -
tm 
O 
UJ u. 
Q: UJ 
K UJ 
< ^ 
m 
Q 
CD S 
Q: > 
< F 
Ui o 
z < 
ACT. 
TOWNSVILLE 
GOLD COAST 
CAIRNS/TABLELAND 
OTHER 
BUNDABERG 
OTHER VIC 
ROCKHAMPTON/GLADSTONE 
SYDNEY 
MELBOURNE 
N.Z. NORTH ISLAND 
SUNSHINE COAST 
OTHER WA 
OTHER NSW 
OTHER SA 
U.S.A. 
PERTH 
OTHER QLD 
ADELAIDE 
S.E.ASIA 
CANADA 
MAC KAY/P 
N.Z. SOUTH ISLAND 
U.K. 
MARYBOROUGH 
PNG. 
OTHER EUROPE 
TASMANIA 
GERMANY 
JAPAN 
BRISBANE 
NORTHERN TERRITORY 
TOTAL 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.43 
5.89 
0.50 
0.00 
0.00 
1.38 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
5.14 
12.90 
4.94 
0.00 
26.05 
1.66 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
9.18 
0.00 20.09 
0.00 
4.77 
0.00 
0.00 
1.71 
0.00 
0.00 
0.28 
0.00 
0.17 
0.00 
0.00 
95.01 
2.29 
0,00 
0.00 
0.00 
14.31 
0.34 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
2.86 
0.00 
13.67 
0.00 
1.91 
90.98 
82.00 
61.62 
59.53: 
54.11 
53.53 i 
47,34: 
45,75 
42.31 
32.53 
29.03 
28.32 
24.33 
22.38 
21.92 
21.60 
15.43 
15.18 
13.70 
9.85 
7.70 
7.67 
7,05 
4,99 
2.46 
2.03 
1.26 
0.82 
0.81 
0.00 
0,00 
O.OQ 
25.33 
0.00 
4.22 
0.00 
0.00 
32.49 
0.00 
1.26: 
0.72: 
6.26: 
1.16i 
1.83 
0.00 
26.42 
4.82 
0.00 
5.65 
6.67 
1.01 
3.21 
0.00 
1.59 
9.70 
2.10 
0.84 
0.00 
0.00 
2.38 
2.69 
0.00 
0.00 
49.18 
0.00 
6.24 
0.00: 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
13.62: 
4.36 
11,74 
29.80: 
43.91 
0.00 
0.87 
29,15 
8,66 
18.73 
22.86 
3.53 
29.49 
3.74 
5.77 
0.00 
52,09 
11.33 
0.00 
26,11 
17,60 
21.77 
6.90 
3.44 
0,00 
0.00 
11.99 
0.00 
0.00 
0.59 
0.53 
0.81 
0.00 
1.86 
0.00 
17.74: 
6.12 
2.92 
0.00 
9.73 
2.32 
40.66 
5.37 
27.61 
0.47 
16.92 
7.57 
14.41 
0.00 
0.63 
6.11 
0.00 
0.00 
39.19 
65.15 
26.94 
81.53 
0.46 
0.00 
6.13 
0.00: 
o.ool 
0.00: 
O.oo: 
o.oo: 
0.00 
000 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.82 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.86 
0.00 
1 72 
0.00 
0.00 
0.21 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.30 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.16 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
5.14 
0.00 
7.13 
0.00 
5.16 
7.83 
3.48 
0.00 
1.34 
2.47 
!8.77 
!3.37 
0.00 
0.00 
1.58 
18.16 
30.35 
0.00 
5.20 
59.92 
0.00 
0.00 
29.57 
6.33 
46.93 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
8.72 
. ' 
. i 
. : 
1 . : 
. : 
2 . : 
2 . i 
O.oo; 
o.oo: 
0.44 
0.00 
0.00 
3.32 
0.40 
0.00 
5.43 
0.00 
3.81 
0.77: 
7.94' 
0.00 
0.00 
3.05 
0 0 0 
3.04 
0.00 
15.17 
0.00 
0.00 
31.35 
0.00 
0.00 
3.13 
3.59 
1764 
5.69 
0.00 
0.26 
5.41 
1.14 
0.00 
3.73 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
10.07 
0.00 
2.82 
0.00 
0.14 
0.00 
0.00 
0.17 
0.00 
0.00 
0.03 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.19 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.29 
0.00 
0.46 
0.00 
1.30 
0.00 
2.89 
8.41 
0.00 
0.75 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00, 
0.00' 
1 43 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.08i 
0.00 
o.ooi 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.98 
12.37 
0.00 
1.36 
The implications of this for tourism policy suggests that marketing programs which 
target this visitor category could emphasize the various attractions ofthe region and 
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highlight the particular advantages for the VFR category of visitor. 
9.2.3 Sunshine Coast Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-
Moreton Region Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.3-1 shows the regional contribution of tourism activit\' in the Sunshine 
Coast region in terms of contribution to Gross Output in the Brisbane-Moreton region. 
Thus, for example, in terms ofthe total impact of tourism expenditure in the Sunshine 
Coast region the contribution that tourism makes in terms of the impact of tounsm 
expenditure as a percentage of Gross Regional Output to the total Brisbane-Moreton 
region is 1.09 percent. This 1.09 percent contribution reflects the tourism industry's 
contribution to the economy of Brisbane-Moreton Statistical Division including the 
Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton regions. 
Table 9.2.3-1 Sunshine Coast, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton Region 
TOURISM IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
Direct Tourism Impacts 
Flow-on Effects 
Total Tourism Impacts 
Category of Visitor Impacts % 
of Total Impacts 
Sunstiine Coast Tourism 
Output Impacts % of 
Brisbane-Moreton Gross 
Output 
STAYING IN 
COMMERCIAL 
ACCOM 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
178,502.70 
186,240.50 
364,743.20 
63.6% 
0.89% 
VISITING 
FRIENDS & 
RELATIVES 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
52,339.90 
54,611.80 
106,951.70 
18.7% 
0,20% 
BACKPACKER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
3,112.90 
3,273.80 
6,386.70 
1.1% 
0.01% 
DAYTRIPPER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
43,492.20 
51,753.60 
95,245.90 
16.6% 
0,18% 
TOTAL 
IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
277,447.70 
295,879.70 
573,327.50 
100.0% 
1.09% 
The table also shows the distribution of that tourism contribution among the 
categories of vishors to the State of Queensland. Hence, ofthe total tourism impact in 
the Sunshme Coast region of $573.3 rmlhon, $364.7 (approximately 63.6 percent) 
was contributed by tourists staying in Commercial Accommodation, $107.0 milhon or 
18.7 percent was contributed by Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors, $6.4 million 
or 1.1 percent was contributed by Backpacker Visitors and $95.3 milhon or 16.6 
percent was contributed by Daytripper Visitors in the Sunshine Coast region. 
These figures indicate that whilst the greatest proportion of visitors to the Sunshine 
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Coast region fall into the Staying in Commercial Accommodation category of visitor, 
those Visiting Friends and Relatives as well as Daytripper visitors contribute 
significantly to the region. Policy makers could use this information to advantage in 
their efforts to develop a regional tourism strategy for the Sunshine Coast region. 
Table 9.2.3-2 indicates that most significant attraction to Queensland for visitors to 
the Sunshine Coast from outside the region are Visiting friends and Relaxing/quiet 
Table 9.2.3-2 Sunshine Coast Region, Main Attraction to Region (Percentage of Visitors) 
' ORIGIN 
ACT. 
ADELAIDE 
BRISBANE 
;BUNDABERG 
iCAIRNS/TABLELAND 
CANADA 
GERMANY 
GOLD COAST 
JAPAN 
MACKAY/PROSERPINE 
iMARYBOROUGH 
iMELBOURNE 
N.Z. NORTH ISLAND 
N.Z. SOUTH ISLAND 
NORTHERN TERRITORY 
OTHER EUROPE 
OTHER 
iOTHER NSW 
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with 18.07 percent of visitors indicating the attraction of Visiting fnends and 22.91 
percent of visitors indicating the attraction of Relaxing/quiet. 
The table also shows that visitors to the Sunshine Coast region from Maryborough 
(88.27 percent) and Other W. A. (44.2 percent) value Visiting friends and relatives. On 
the other hand, 17.19 percent of visitors from Japan to the Sunshine Coast region 
value Relaxing/Quiet, as do 58.63 percent of visitors from Perth and 44.08 percent of 
visitors from the Gold Coast. 
The implications ofthe two tables for tourism policy indicate that although tourism in 
the Sunshine Coast is relatively less significant to the Brisbane-Moreton region as a 
whole than either the Gold Coast or Brisbane regions, it has a significant contribution 
to make in terms of VFR visitors and Daytripper visitors. This suggests that policy 
makers, in developuig a Sunshine Coast regional tourism strategy might highlight the 
regional advantages for these visitor categories. Furthermore, since the Gold Coast, 
Brisbane and Sunshine Coast regions are within commuting distance of each other it 
would be reasonable to suggest that policy makers consider strategies or partnerships 
to develop sustainable tourism policies for the regions jointly. 
9.2.4 Balance of Moreton Region - Implications of Tourism for Brisbane-
Moreton Region Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.4-1 shows the Balance of Moreton regional contribution of tourism activity 
in terms of contribution to Gross Output in the Brisbane-Moreton region. Thus, for 
example, in terms of the total impact of tourism expenditure in the Balance of 
Moreton region, the contribution that tourism makes, in terms of the impact of 
tourism expenditure as a percentage of Gross Regional Output in the Brisbane-
Moreton region, is 0.26 percent. This 0.26 percent contribution reflects the tourism 
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industry's contribution to the economy of Brisbane-Moreton region which includes the 
Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton regions. 
Table 9 2.4-1 Balance of Moreton Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton Region 
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The table also shows the distribution of that tourism contribution among the 
categories of visitors to the region. Hence, of the total tourism impact in the Balance 
of Moreton region of $138.6 million, $54.4 million (approximately 39.3 percent) was 
contributed by tourists staying in Commercial Accommodation, $66.9 million or 48.3 
percent was contributed by Visiting Friends and Relatives, $129.3 thousand or 0.1 
percent was contributed by Backpacker Visitors and $17.1 million or 12.4 percent was 
contributed by Daytnpper Visitors in the Balance of Moreton region. 
With fewer visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation than Visiting friends and 
relatives tourism in this region it is evident that commercial tourism is not a major 
contributor to the region's economy. This suggests that the region 's tourism policy 
would need to rely on developing partnerships with other regions to strengthen 
tourism in the region rather than to rely solely on its own resources. 
Table 9.2.4-2 shows the Main activity by tourists within the Balance of Moreton 
region. With 90.2 percent of visitors from New Zealand's North Island indicating 
"Other" as the mam activity, and 31.7 percent of visitors from the United Kingdom 
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also indicating the category of "Other" as the mam activity, it would appear that in 
g eneral in this region does not offer activities of note. 
Table 9.2.4-2 Balance of Moreton Region, Main Attraction to Region, (Percentage of Visitors) 
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Statistics regarding the category of Balance of Moreton visitors' "Main attraction to 
Queensland" are not collected for this region. 
9.2.5 Brisbane Moreton Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for 
Regional Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.5-1 indicates that overall then, in the Brisbane-Moreton region of the total 
tourism impacts of $4,074.7 miUion, visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
accounted for 62.4 percent of the total, those visiting Friends and Relatives accounted 
for 21.7 percent. Backpacker Visitors accounted for 1.1 percent and Daytnppers 
accounted for 14.8 percent. 
Table 9.2.5-1 Bhs bane-More ton, Touhsm Contribution to Gross Output of Brisbane-Moreton Region. 
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Page 358 
Chapter 9 Implications for Tourism Policy in Queensland 
The Brisbane-Moreton region is the most significant tourism region in the State with 
tourism contributing 4.5 percent to Gross State Output and accounting for 7.72 
percent of gross regional output. Tourism employment contributes 8.2 percent ofthe 
region's total employment. The Brisbane-Moreton region's economy is quite 
diversified and tourism's impact on the regional economy is felt in most industries in 
the region. However, the development of tourism pohcies is comphcated because of 
the conflicts between resource management agencies, tourist developers and the 
communities affected. Policy implementation is facilitated by public involvement in 
the decisionmaking. The implications of the data for expansion of the tourism 
industry in the Brisbane-Moreton region reveal that a diversified regional economy is 
beneficial in supporting expansion in the tourism industry. 
In the Brisbane-Moreton region, rather than competing for the tourist dollar between 
the sub-regions, the economic contribution of tourism can be enhanced by 
encouraging visitors, both domestic and overseas, not only to increase their length of 
stay, but also to visit more regions in each visit. This imphes a need for cooperation 
between the sub-regions regarding the development of events, tourism attractions, 
cultural activities, environmental awareness and so on. The region as a whole could 
then benefit from the increased mfrastructure that would ensue, increased job creation 
and the increased economic contribution of tourists to the sub-regions. 
The data for the Brisbane-Moreton region suggests that an effective use of the 
regional communities' contribution to the planning of tounsm could be made, so that 
collectively the community, business and govemment at all levels could develop 
vanous incentive programs and provide resources to enhance the development of 
tounsm. This is obviously more difficuh in times when the economy is struggling, 
tiowever, it would appear advantageous that partnership links could be developed 
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between businesses, chambers of commerce, govemments, public sector and regional 
organisations in joint efforts to promote sustainable tourism within the Brisbane-
Moreton region. 
9.2.6 Darling Downs Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for 
Regional Tourism Policy 
Tourism in the Darling Downs region makes a more sigmficant contribution to the 
regional economy of the Darling Downs than does tourism in the Balance of Moreton 
Region. Table 9.2.6-1 shows that of the total tourism impacts in the region of $182.7 
million, visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation accounted for 38.3 percent. 
Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors accounted for 32.5 percent and Daytripper 
visitors accounted for 29 percent. Backpacker visitors did not make a significant 
economic contribution to this region accounting for only 0.2 percent of the total 
tourism impacts in dollar terms. Daytrippers to the region accounted for 30 percent of 
the total tourism impacts in the region. Tourism's output impacts as a percentage of 
Gross regional output reveals a contribution of only 3.26 percent overall in the region. 
Table 9.2.6-1 Darling Downs Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Darling Downs Region. 
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Examination of the table on Main attraction to Queensland for this region (Table 
9.2.6-2) indicates that visitors from overseas are attracted to touring in the region 
(Canada 77.3 percent, Other Europe 34.9 percent) whilst visitors from other parts of 
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Australia are attracted to the region for Visiting Friends and Relatives (Perth 64.8 
percent and Other W.A. 76.5 percent). Again, not surprisingly we see visitors from 
colder climates, such as Tasmania, Melbourne and Adelaide citing the Warm weather 
category as a major attraction to Queensland for visitors to the Darling Downs region. 
In terms of implications for policy for the development of tourism in the Darling 
Downs, if policy makers consider that stimulation of tourism activity in this region is 
a desirable goal it is would be advantageous for a number of regions to work m 
collaboration or in partnership to increase the number of visitors and increase visitor 
length of stay. This could be done by properly planning local events and attractions to 
complement activities in each of the regions rather than compete for the tourist dollar. 
Table 9.2.6-2 Darling Downs Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region (Percentage of Visitors). 
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In order to do this effectively the community, the local industnes and the local 
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government could work together to develop regional tourism plans for specified 
periods of time. 
For example, the Darling Downs region accounts for 6.1 percent of the State's Gross 
Output and 6.4 percent of the State's employment, with tourism contributing 3.26 to 
output and 3.65 to total employment in region. The Darling Downs region is noted 
for its Agricultural industries as well as its animal industries which account for 18.7 
percent of gross regional output and 17 percent of total employment in the region. 
However, the Trade (Retail/wholesale) sector is also significant as is Food 
manufacturing accounting for 10.3 percent and 13.9 percent respectively of gross 
regional output and 19.3 percent and 5.2 percent of total employment in the region. It 
would be beneficial for the local community, the chamber of commerce and local 
govemment in the region to develop comprehensive strategies to work in partnership 
with local industries and tourism to enhance the economic contribution of all sectors 
in the region. 
9.2.7 Wide Bay-Burnett Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for 
Regional Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.7-1 shows that tourism in this region contributes $282.2 million to Gross 
Regional Output or 6,73 percent with employment in tourism contributing 9.7 percent 
to total employment in the region (see Table 9.2.13-2 and Table 9.2.13-4). 
Table 9.2.7-1 Wide Bay-Burnett Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Wide Bay-Burnett Region 
mmmmmmmmmmmmmm:xMm^ 
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This imphes that in terms of providing jobs in this region tourism activities generate 
significant employment impacts with associated economic benefits. 
The Wide Bay Region contributes 4.6 percent of State Gross Output (Table 9.2.13-5) 
and 6.0 percent of total state employment (Table 9.2.13-6). 
The Trade (Wholesale/retail) sector accounts for 11.2 percent of gross regional output 
with employment accounting for 18.3 percent of the total regional employment. 
Community services is also significant in the region accountmg for 10.4 percent of 
gross regional output and contributing 10.8 percent to regional employment (see 
Table 7.12-1). With tounsm contributing 6.73 percent to gross regional output h is 
clear that tourism contributes significantly to the region's economy. 
Tounsm in the Wide Bay-Bumett region makes a more significant contnbution to the 
regional economy of the Wide Bay-Bumett than does tounsm m the neighbounng 
Fitzroy region, 6.73 percent in Wide Bay Burnett-compared with 2.77 percent in the 
Fitzroy region (see Table 9.2.13-5) In terms of contribution of various vishor 
categories to the economy ofthe region. Table 9.2.7-1 shows that ofthe total tounsm 
impacts in the region of $282.2 million, visitors Staymg m Commercial 
Accommodation accounted for $153.0 milhon or 38 percent. Visiting Friends and 
Relatives Visitors accounted for $108.4 milhon or 32 percent. Backpacker visitors 
contributed $3.2 milhon (1.1 percent) and Daytripper visitors accounted for $17.7 
milhon or 6.3 percent, hi is interesting to note that the Visitmg fnends and relatives 
Categoiy of visitor is significant m this region in terms of its contribution to the 
regional economy. 
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Table 9.2.7-2 Wide Bay-Burnett Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region (Percentage of Visitors). 
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An examination of the table on Main attraction to this region Table 9.2.7-2 reveals 
that visitors from overseas consider the Barrier Reef a Main attraction (51 percent of 
visitors from Canada and 50.4 percent of visitors from the U.S.A as well as 44.3 
percent from Germany and 47.8 percent of visitors from Other Europe, Visitors from 
other parts of Australia are attracted to the region for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
(Rockhampton/Gladstone 77.2 percent, Cairns/Tableland 48.04 percent and 
Bundaberg 43.01. The percentage of visitors from the New Zealand South Island was 
also significant in the category of Visiting Friends and Relatives (72.9 percent). 
In terms of implications for policy for the development of tourism in the Wide Bay-
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Burnett region, tourism activity might benefit from a number of similar regions to 
work together in partnership to increase the number of visitors and increase visitor 
length of stay. Cooperative planning of local events and attractions to complement 
activities in each of the regions to attract signficant numbers of tourists to all the 
regions would minimise the costs of mounting particular attractions and would 
maximise the number of visitors. Efforts could be made to assist transporting visitors 
between regions for associated special events. Marketing campaigns could be run 
jointly to highhght the particular attractions or activities available in the separate 
regions. In order to do this effectively the community, the local industries and the 
local govemments of the various regions involved could work together to develop 
regional tourism plans for specified periods of time. With tourism in the Wide Bay-
Bumett region contributing 6.73 percent to the regional economy's output it would 
appear to be advantageous for the local community, the chamber of commerce and 
local govemment in the region to develop tourism strategies whilst working in 
partnership with local industries to enhance the economic contribution of all sectors in 
the region. 
9.2.8 Fitzroy Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional 
Tourism Policy 
Tourism in the Fitzroy region makes a more significant contribution to the regional 
economy in employment terms (5.12 percent) than in output terms (2.8 percent) as 
can be seen in Table 9.2.13-6 and Table 9.2.13-5 respectively. Table 9.2.8-1 shows 
that ofthe total tourism impacts in the region of $256.1 million, visitors Staying in 
Commercial Accommodation accounted for $157.0 mihion or 61.3 percent. Visitmg 
Friends and Relatives Visitors accounted for a further $66.4 miUion or 25.9 percent. 
Backpackers accounted for $4.6 milhon or 1.8 percent and Daytnppers accounted for 
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$28 2 or 11.0 percent. The implications of this data indicates that efforts to increase 
the attractiveness of the region for backpacker visitors would be one strategy that 
could be examined for its potential to increase the economic return from tourist 
activity. 
Table 9.2.8-1 Fitzroy Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Fitzroy Region 
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It is interesting to examine the table on Main attraction to this region Table 9.2.8-2 
which indicates visitors from overseas tend to be attracted to touring in the region 
whilst visitors from other parts of Australia (82.2 percent from other South Australia) 
are attracted to the region for Visiting Friends and Relatives. Again, not surprisingly 
we see visitors from colder climates, such as Germany (34.6 percent) and New 
Zealand North Island (42.5 percent) citing the warm weather as a major attraction to 
the Fitzroy region. The Barrier Reef is the main attraction to Queensland for visitors 
from the United States of America (54.4 percent) the United Kingdom (48.3 percent) 
and Japan (100 percent). The implications of this information for tourism policy 
indicates the marketmg strategies could concentrate on these features to attract 
visitors to revisit and stay for longer periods thus increasing the economic 
contribution of tourism to the region. 
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9.2.9 Mackay Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional 
Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.9-lshows that ofthe total tourism impacts in the region of $326.9 milhon, 
visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation accounted for $243.9 milhon or 74.6 
percent, Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors accounted for $47.0 million or 14.1 
percent. Backpacker Visitors accounts for $19.4 million or 5.9 percent and 
Daytrippers contribute $17.6 milhon or 5.4 percent to the total regional tourism. 
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Table 9.2.9-1 Mackay Region 
"""JoUkiSM IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Mackay Region. 
STAYING IN 
COMMERCIAL 
; ACCOM 
— OUTPUT 
($•000) 
Gross Regional Output 
;Direct tourism impacts : 
: Flow-on Effects 
Total Tourism Impacts 
iCategory of Visitor Impacts %; 
iof Total Impacts 
tourism Output Impacts % of; 
Gross Regional Output 
4,495,425.10 
173,103.70 
70,771.20 
243,874.90 
74.6% 
5.42% 
VISITING i BACKPACKER : 
FRIENDS & i VISITORS 
RELATIVES 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
4,495,425.10 
32,621.20 
13,354.40 
45,975.60 
14.1% 
1.02% 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
4,495,425.10; 
13,988.00; 
5,418.50; 
19,406.50; 
5.9%; 
0.43%; 
; 
DAYTRIPPER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
4,495,425.10i 
12,939.00i 
4,648.80 
17,587.80; 
5.4%: 
0.39%; 
TOTAL 
IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
4,495,425.10 
232,651.90 
94,192.90 
326,844.80 
100.0% 
7.27% 
Tourism contributes 7.3 percent to total regional output. This sector is third most 
important in the region after Coal/petroleum mining (33.7 percent) and Transport and 
Communication (12.0 percent) (see Table 7.14.1). 
An examination of the table on Main attraction to Queensland for visitors to the 
Mackay region Table 9.2.9-2 indicates that visitors are attracted to the region mainly 
for the Barrier Reef (22 percent of visitors). Visiting Friends and Relatives (13.06 
percent of visitors) and Warm weather (13.83 percent of visitors). 
Attraction to the Barrier Reef accounts for almost 71 percent of visitors from Japan, 
62 percent of visitors from Germany, 72 percent from Canada, 85 percent of visitors 
from Papua New Guinea and 65 percent of visitors from South East Asia. Cleariy, the 
proximity of the Barrier Reef Islands to this region account for significant visitor 
numbers to this region. 
Again, not surprisingly we see visitors from colder climates, such as New Zealand 
South Island (60.6 percent of vishors). New Zealand North Island (45 percent of 
visitors) and A.C.T. (44.7 percent of visitors) citing the warm weather as a major 
attraction to the Mackay region. 
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In terms of implications for pohcy for the development of tourism, it is useful for a 
number of regions to work together in partnership to increase the number of visitors 
and increase visitor length of stay. For example, other regions which have a high 
attraction rate for vishing the Barrier reef could combine resources to develop 
marketing strategies to promote the attractions ofthe Reef to target visitors. 
Table 9.2.9-2 Mackay Region, Main Attraction by Visitors to Region. (Percentage of Visitors) 
ORIGIN 
JAPAN 
OTHER WA 
ADELAIDE 
OTHER NSW 
PERTH 
MARYBOROUGH 
OTHER EUROPE 
SYDNEY 
GERMANY 
OTHER SA 
U.K. 
CANADA 
GOLD COAST 
BRISBANE 
TOWNSVILLE 
TASMANIA 
A.C.T 
N.Z. NORTH ISLAND 
SUNSHINE COAST 
ROCKH AM PTON/G LADSTO N E 
OTHER 
NORTHERN TERRITORY 
OTHER VIC 
N.Z. SOUTH ISLAND 
CAIRNS/TABLELAND 
OTHER QLD 
MELBOURNE 
P.N.G. 
S.E.ASIA 
BUNDABERG 
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3.71 
6.91 
0.00 
2.48 
1.03 
3.75 
0.00 
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0.00 
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3.91 
1.87 
61.70 
0.00 
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0.00 
0.00 
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16.64 19.82 
0.00 7.18 
0.00 7.16 
0.00 4.26 
0.00 0.00 
0.00 6.15 
0.00 7.34 
0.29 2.87 
0.00 4.47 
2.30 6.21 
0.00 3.12 
0.00 5.42 
0.71 11.00 
11.74 43.73 
0.00 1.40 
0.00 0.00 
0.00 20.81 
0.00 59.80 
0.00 30.43 
0.00 14.37 
0.00 48.46 
0.00 42.03 
0.00 7.49 
0.00 29.53 
8.19 11.30 
0.71 1.54 
0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 
0.00 47.88 
0.00 2.65 
2.36 13.06 
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3.44 
0.00 
8.10 
5.80 
8.91 
0.00 
6.51 
1.16 
3.03 
6.93 
4.68 
0.87 
7.29 
22.51 
0.14 
10.24 
8.55 
0.00 
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0.86 
0.18 
7.29 
16.13 
6.64 
15.08 
0.00 
0.00 
30.95 
7.31 
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0.00 
48.03 
28.92 
46.68 
0.00 
14.51 
21.58 
11.86 
24.43 
11.78 
5.45 
6.17 
14.54 
14,09 
23.09 
45.03 
44,74 
10.42 
0.00 
12.62 
0.00 
27.27 
60.55 
0.00 
1.59 
14.10 
0.00 
0.00 
40.10 
0.00 
13.83 
^ No: 
- z ^ 
Qi < 0 
O Q: Q 
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29.15' 0!00 
25.16 
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9.57 
8.26 
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1.31 
1.11 
1.08 
0.68 
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0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
6.81 
0.00 
1.29 
1.63 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.05 
0.39 
0.00 
0.02 
1.20 
2.65 
3.18 
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0.00 
0.00 
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"70.85 
5.17 
9.21 
19.10 
6.90 
56.48 
49.10 
30.69 
62.00 
13.99 
58.60 
72.37 
46.13 
14.92 
2.30 
0.54 
21.80 
22.81 
12.14 
5.10 
61.81 
12.34 
15.88 
6.24 
42.95 
0.68 
9.77 
84.92 
64.54 
12.03 
0.00 
21.94 
0.66 
0.00 
0.33 
6.69 
0.87 
0.00 
3.82 
0.16 
0.27 
1.34 
4.69 
0.97 
7.63 
9.62 
3.36 
0.00 
0.00 
3.48 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
31.73 
0.27 
0.00 
7.98 
4.79 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
3.82 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.20 
0.00 
0.00 
0.14 
0.00 
0.00 
0.01 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.30 
0.14 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.07 
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0.66' 
0.00 
0.00 
0.01 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00: 
0.03 
0.00 
0.00 
0.34i 
0.00; 
o.ooi 
0.00; 
0.00; 
0.00: 
o.ooi 
o.oo: 
o.ooi 
i.8o: 
0.00; 
1.89 
0.00; 
0.00: 
0.00: 
0.00 
o.oo: 
o.oo: 
0.13i 
This could be done by properiy planning local events and attractions to complement 
activities in each ofthe regions as well as Reef activities rather than compete for the 
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tourist dollar. In order to do this effectively the community. the local industnes and 
the local govemment could work together to develop regional tounsm plans for the 
combined regions. For example, the Mackay region accounts for 4.9 percent ofthe 
State's Gross Output and 3.9 percent of the State's employment, with tourism 
contributing 3.26 to output and 3.65 to total employment in region. It would appear to 
be advantageous to all concemed for the local community, the chamber of commerce 
and local govemment in the region to develop comprehensi\e strategies to work in 
partnership with local industries and tourism to enhance the economic contribution of 
all sectors in the region. 
9.2.10 Northern Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for Regional 
Tourism Policy 
Table 9.2.13-5 shows that overall the Northem region contributes 7.1 percent to the 
State's Gross Output compared with 4.9 percent for the Mackay region (see Table 
9.2.13-5). However, the significance of tourism to the regional economy differs m 
that the Mackay region's tourism contributes 7.3 percent to the regions output whereas 
for the Northem region tourism contributes only 6.2 percent to gross regional output 
(Table 9.2.13-5). 
Table 9.2.10-1 shows that ofthe total tourism impacts in the Northem region of 
$291.2 milhon, visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation accounted for 65.3 
percent. Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors accounted for $74.0 milhon or 25.4 
percent. Backpacker vishors accounted for $838.8 thousand or 0.3 percent and 
Daytripper visitors accounted for $26.1 milhon or 9.0 percent. 
Although the majority of visitors faU into the Staying in commercial accommodation 
category, the Visiting Friends and Relatives category as well as the Daytripper 
category are significant in their economic contribution to the region. 
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For the Northem region Metals manufacturing (15.6 percent) and other Food 
manufacturing(10.4 percent) dominate the regional gross regional output (see Table 
7,16-1). However, with tourism contributing 4.5 percent to regional output and 6.2 
percent to regional employment (Tables 9.2.13-7 and 9.2.13-8 respectively), this 
sector is a significant contributor to the regional economy. 
Table 9.2.10-1 Northem Region, Tourism Contribution to Gross Output of Northem Region 
TOURISM IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
STAYING IN 
COMMERCIAL 
ACCOM 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
Gross Regional Output 
Direct tourism Impacts 
Flow-on Effects 
Total Tourism Impacts 
Category of Visitor Impacts % 
of Total Impacts 
Tourism Output Impacts % of; 
Gross Regional Output 
6,454,901.00 
118,108.10 
72,130.20 
190,238.30 
65.3% 
2.95% 
VISITING 
FRIENDS & 
RELATIVES 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
6,454,901.00 
45,963.60 
28,070.00 
74,033.60 
25.4% 
1.15% 
BACKPACKER i 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
6,454,901 .OOi 
5,005.l6: 
3,033.00; 
838.1 Ol 
0.3%: 
0.01%; 
; 
DAYTRIPPER • 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
6,454,901 .OOi 
16,553.80; 
9,559.20; 
26,113.00; 
9.0% 
0.40%; 
TOTAL 
IMPACTS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
6,454,901.00 
185,630.60 
112,792.40 
291,223.00 
100.0% 
4.51% 
An examination ofthe table on Main attraction to the Northem region Table 9.2.10-2 
reveals that warm weather is the main attraction for a majority of visitors (63.0 
percent) with visiting the Barrier Reef also attracting a significant number of visitors. 
Visitors from New Zealand North Island are attracted to the Earner Reef, Boating and 
fishing activities and fmd the warm weather offered by the region attractive. The 
Barrier Reef also attracts significant numbers of visitors to this region with 43.1 
percent of visitors from U.S.A, 49.8 percent from Germany, 51.9 percent from 
Canada and 52.0 percent from other Europe. 
hi terms of implications for policy for the development of tourism in the Northem 
region, it is useful for a number of regions to work together in parmership to increase 
the number of visitors and increase visitor length of stay. For example, the regions 
which have similar attractions, like the Barrier Reef and tounng could develop 
strategies to take advantage of local events and attractions to complement activities in 
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each of the regions rather Ihan compete tor the tourisl dollar'. In order Lo do this 
elTeclivelv the communily. the local induEtries and the local goveniment couTd work 
together lo develop regional tourism plans for specified periods of t ime. 
T^ble 9 2.10-2 Nonliem RegiuH. Main A in-nclioii lo Hegifm. (Perce'iiis^e of Visitors} 
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9.2.11 Far North Queensland Region - Implications of Tour ism Impacts 
for Regional Tour ism Policy 
Table 9 2 11-1 shows ihal o f ihe total lounsm jrnpacls m Ihe region or$599 6 miMion. 
visitors Slaying in Commercial Accommodation accounted for $424.2 million oiTtt.X 
perceni. Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors accounted rorS l03.3 mil l ion or 17.2 
percent. Backpacker ^isilors accounted Tor S36.4 mil l ion or 6 1 percent and 
DavEnppers accounted for $35 1 million or 6.0 perceni o f visitors. Tourism 
contributes a total o f 13 1 percent to Gross regional output. This is more than the 
contribution of any other sector in Ihe region, ahead ofTrade (Relail.'Wliolesale) on 
12.3 percent and Finance on 1 ].5 percent see Table 7 IS- I ) It would appear that 
current tourism policy in ihe region is effective m attracting signillcanl tourism to ihe 
region even though the Far North Queensland Region lags behind the Gold Coasi 
region in terms of tourisnVs contribution to Gross Stale Output (see Table 9.2 13-7). 
An e\amination of the table on Main attraction to this region Table 9.2.11-2 indicates 
thai the Barrier Reef is a significani aitracuon for visitors in this region u i th 38 2 
perceni of all \ isitors ciling this a the main aitracuon Lo the region. 
i'abis 9.2 i i-1 Far North Qiieefishud Rey^oii. Tuurisni Cimtriburion to Gross Oulpiif of Far .\'orlh Qi'^emfand 
Re^iO'i 
TOIJRfSM IMPACTS 
" OUTPUT ^ 
STAVING IN 
: COMMERCIAL 
-\ ACCOM 
OUTPUT 
(fOOO) 
Gross Regional Outpiil 
Oiiod TourifiTn Impacts 
F\ovi-an Enacts 
Toral Tourism fmpadis 
4,S8e.460 00: 
237.17630 
" 137.054 10 
424,230^0 
UlSITfNG 
FRIEtJDSa 
RELATIVES 
OUTPUT 
(fOOD) 
4.569.460 00 
69,949.00 
33,3aO 20 
103,325 20 
• BACKPACKER 
1 VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
fl'OOO) 
4.569,460 00 
i 24.519 40" 
;"l.733 80' 
3e.353 20 
DAYTRJPPER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
4.565.4S0 00 
24,^21.10' 
11^331 20 
35.702 30' 
TOTAL '; 
IMPACTS : 
OUTPUT 
($'000> 
d,569,460 00 
J0fi,065 SO 
19J5J9 30 
599.615 10 
GBlagofy of V\5\tot Impatt5% " 70«%] i7l%l 67T%[~~ Ko% 100,0^ 
oTTolal Jmrii;l5 i .f 
T-QUflsm Oufpuc Impacls % oft"" " 9 26"*' 2 26 J Q.S6%\' 0.7&%. ' ^H.H'^ 
GrossPegipjial Outpul • \ j ; ^ 
Visitors from overseas tend to be attracted to the Barrier Reef with ;dmos[ 70 percent 
of visitors from Japan and the United Kingdom indicating iheir preference for the 
Barrier Reefin this region whilst \i3ilofs from other parts of Australia arc anracted to 
Ihe region for Vistting Friends and Relatives. 
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Visitors from New Zealand's North Island (3^ 4 perceni), Melbourne (32.4 percent) 
and Other Victoria (57.5) percent cite the warm weather as a major attraction to the 
Far North Queensland region. 
Tab!^ 9 2. if-2 FarNorih Oimii^l/"ii/ Ri'^joti. \fifiti Atiractiori hv \ 'i.iiiors to Region fPi'rc'rt'i^i- /if I 'vitorsj 
i 
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GOLD COAST " ~ - ~ 1 
OTHEP OLD ! 
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SYDNEY i 
OTHER h+SW ! 
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OTHER EUROPE f 
CANADA I 
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JAPAN 1 
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OTHER VIC \ 
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•MACKAVy PROSERPINE 
TOTAL 
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4.26 
3 42 
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0.64 
o.se: 
0.431 
015 i 
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0 00 
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0 00 
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0 00 
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2.05 
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0.11 
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0 0 0 
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0 0 0 
0.00 
0 0 0 
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0 0 0 
0 00 
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0 00 
0 00 
0 00 
0 0 0 
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0 00 
0 0 0 
0 00 
0 00 
0 00 
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0 98 
0 32 
0 00 
0 00 
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O.OD 
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In terms of the implications for policy for the deselopmeni of tourism m this region. 
as suggested above, although the Far North Queensland region has a welJ developed 
TourisinStraieg>fof ihia part of the Stale, monitoring ihe outcomes of the strateg) on 
a continual basis would enhance the contribution of tourism to this region 
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Adjustments and refmements could be made to marketing Strategies to take advantage 
ofthe planning oflocal events and attractions which complemerU acEi\ities in each of 
the neigbourtng regions rather than compete for the tourist dollar As indicated m Ehe 
Caims Regional Tourism Strategy, the communilv. the local industries and the local 
govemmenl could work together to develop regional tourism plans for specified 
periods oftime 
9.2.12 West Queensland Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for 
Regional Tourism Policy 
Tourism in the West Queensland region as indicated m Table 9.2 12-1 contributes 
only 2.49 percent lo the region's Gross Outpul. Of the total tourism impact orE9K ') 
million 62 6 perceni ($61.9 million) was contributed by visitors who stayed in 
commercial accommodation with another 31.? perceni ($31 0 million) contribulcd b> 
visitors Visiting Friends and relatives. Backpacker visitors accounted for only 0.<S 
percent of the total ($554.2 thousand) \\]lh Daytnpper visitors accounting for $5 5 
mjllionor5 5 percent of the total impacts of tourism m the region. 
Table 9 2 12-f iil'j,/QweemiaftdRegion, Tourism Contnbi^lion to Groii (Mput o/U'esf Oue^.-nsftriid licgtoii 
" ' TOURISM'JMPACTS 
. OUTPUT ; '• 
STAYING IN 
COMMERCIAL 
ACCOM 
OUTPUT 
(fOOOl 
Gim^ Regional Output j 
OifecL Tourism Irnpacls ; 
flow-fln Eflecls r 
T<fla1 Tcunsm ImpaclQ 
CalegcdY of Vlyior Impacts % 
^ Total Impacls 
Touriarn Outpul Impacts % ijf 
i^OK Reqmnal Output ^ 
3,955,487.70 
4 l , l " l 3 0 b 
20.607 40 
61 ,S20 30 
62.6:% 
1 55% 
i VISITING 
FRIENDS S 
RELATIVES 
OUTPUT 
(SOOO) 
3.965.4B7.70 
21.731 40 
9,22r0O 
30.952 40 
^ 31 3% 
BACKPACKER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
(J'ODO) 
3.965.487.70; 
379.70 
! 174,40' 
! 554,20 
1 ^ 0,6%': 
^ 0.01V 
r. • • M ^ M L - v . ^ \ ' • ' • 
DAYTRIPPER 
VISITORS 
OUTPUT 
11'000) 
3.965.467.70 
3,998 60 
l,4Si.S0 
5.430 40 
^ ; 5.5% 
" ' • • " . 0.14%' 
TOTAL 
IMPACTS ; 
OUTPUT 
{J'OOO) 
3,965.467 70 
67.222.70 
51.584 60 
98,907 30 
1 0 0 . 0 ^ 
'" - .2".4S^ 
Data lor the West Queensland region are not collected in terms of Main attraction to 
Queensland so it is not possible to comment on what brings tourists to this region 
' Office of ihc Ci^nidinalor Gcncial, far >Jonli QueenslaiHJ Pminodon Bureau yuuen?land Toun^l and Travel 
Corpjration Dcpanm<:nl c>f'rouriini Sporl mid Racing atid Cainii Port Aulhjrity, Cainii Region Tourism 
Sjurfffgv. Dcparlnicnt of Business Indusirj'aiid l^ ci^ ional Development, Hriabane. \994. 
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However, it would appear that tourism is only just beginning to make an impact on 
the regional economy. Rural touiism as discussed briefly in the last chapter appears 
to provide opportunities for tourism development in this region which is dominated by 
the mining industry (see Table 7.20-1). 
9.2.13 Total Queensland Region - Implications of Tourism Impacts for 
Regional Tourism Policy 
Tourism in the Total Queensland region makes a signiffcant contribution to the 
economy of the Total Queensland region. Table 9.2.13-1 shows that of the total 
tourism impacts in die Total Queensland region of S(J,250.0 million, visitors Staying 
in Commercial Accommodation accounted for S3,823 5 million or 63.2 percent. 
Visiting Friends and Relati\es Visitors accounted for $1.449 2 million or 23 2 
percent. Backpackers accounted for Si50.7 mdlion or 2.4 percent and Dayinppers 
accounted for S826.6 million 13 2 peicent of the total tourism contribution in the 
State 
Table 9.2 U-J Total Queensland Region. Tounsm Conliihtitionlo Gross Outpul ofTotoi OueoisiandRegion 
TOURISM IMPACTS STAYING IhJ ; VISITING 
OUTPUT C O M M E R C I A L ' FRIENDS £ 
1^  ' . ACCOM . RELATIVES 
BACKPACKER DAYTRIPPER TOTAL ; 
VISITORS VISITORS IMPACTS 1 
OUTPUT 
(S'OOO) 
OUTPUT OUTPUT OUTPUT OUTPUT 
fl'ODO) (J'OOO) (t'OOOj (t'ODD) 
g r ^ Regional Output 91.336.427 10| 91,335,427 10 
•Difef( TouNSJTi Impacts i 2.r37.025 "Ool a09,S99 ?0 
Floiv-on Effect? "\ 1,636,4iS.00] 639.207 90 
T«ai Touri$m Inipacf^ ""3,623,453 00 
CaTeg«yif'vi5ilor"7mplis^"""""""."; S ] ^ ' % 
cIToTal lmpa=(5 __ __ -_ 
•T(niri5(ii Ourpul Impacts % of . ' - ' ' 4,19'!6 
gl^_ge3iQllgfOutp.ir 
91.33S.J27 10 91,3^6,'127 10 91.335,427.10 
S4,30a 40 453,513 SO 3.434,346 20 
66.336.50 373.039 10; 2.765,063 50 
1,449,207.101 I50.64e.90; 3^6^002.70: 6,249,909 70 
23.2^! ^ ^ 2A%\ 13,2%] ^ 100,0^. 
\\^%\ 0.16%' '" "="""'""""0.9l%t 6 64%; 
i . . . \ 
Examining the table on Mam attraction to Queensland Table 9,2.13-2, visitors from 
overseas are attracted to the Barrier Reef in the Queensland region (Germany 54.9 
percent. Other Europe 47.5 percent, the United Kingdom 58.3 percent and the United 
States of America 40 8 percent), whilst visitors from other parts of Australia arc 
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attracted to the region for Visiting Friends and Relatives. Again, not surprisingly we 
see visitors Irom relatively colder climates, such as New Zealand's North and South 
Islands (43.2 percent and 44.0 percent respectively), Melboume and Other Victoria 
(42.9 percent and 47.2 percent respectively) citing the warm weather as a major 
atttaction to the Total Queensland region. 
Table 9.2.13-2 Total Queensland Region, Main Attraction to 
ORIGIN 
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0.00 
2.63 
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0.18 135 
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3.06 14 33 
1.06 9 19 
0.00. 6.34 
2.44 
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Queensland Region 
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fhe implications ofthe data for tourism policy indicates that no single tourism policy 
would yield the maximum return from tourism activity in all regions. Motivations for 
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travel are made up of a range of factors only some of which relate to the type of 
attraction. Others are concemed with the price of transport, the quality of tourism 
products and services, the price and value for money of accommodation etc. It is only 
by examining all the data in detail that we are able to develop a picture of tourism in 
Queensland. 
The imphcations for policy at the State level must take into consideration the impact 
on individual regions. At the same time the regions need to examine their individual 
potential and evaluate the gains which might be made from collaborative efforts in 
developing the potential for tourism. 
9.3 Summary 
Table 9.2.13-1, Table 9.2.13-2, Table 9.2.13-3 and Table 9.2.13-4 show the 
summaries ofthe regional output and employment impacts of tounsm activity in the 
State of Queensland in a comparative form. Each region's tourism output and 
employment impacts are illustrated with the Direct, Flow-on effects and Total impacts 
illustrated. These are shown against the background of Total regional output from all 
industries in the regions with the contribution of tourism impacts given as a 
percentage for each region. 
Highlights of these tables are that whilst the Brisbane-Moreton region shows that 
tounsm contributes sigmficantly to the region's gross regional output (7.7 percent), 
the Gold Coast region, as a sub component of the Brisbane-Moreton region also 
indicates considerable economic impacts of tourism (3.5 percent). The Far North 
Queensland region's tourism contributing 13.1 percent to the region's gross output 
indicates a strong tourism industry in this region. Even Macka>' with 7.3 percent and 
Wide Bay Bumett with 6.7 percent show that tourism contributes significantK to 
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gross regional output in these regions. 
In employment terms the Far North Queensland region shows the greatest impact of 
tourism employment contributing 15.2 percent to total employment in the region. The 
Mackay region also shows considerable employment impacts with tourism 
employment contributing 11.7 to total employment in the region. 
Overall the tables show a comprehensive view of tourism activity in the State as a 
whole and for each of the regions in terms of the category of visitor and the 
percentage contnbution of each region to total tourism activity in the state. These 
tables make an important contribution to the state of knowledge of tourism activity at 
the regional level in Queensland. 
These tables have been complemented with further summaries of the regional 
contribution of tourism in terms of output and employment impacts m Table 9.2.13-5 
and Table 9.2.13-6. 
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Chapter 9 Implications for Tounsm Policy in Queensland 
Table 9.2.13-5 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism Expenditure to Gross Output (Percent of Queensland 
Total Gross Output 
REGION i 
GOLD COAST "REGTON 
BRISBANE REGION 
SUNSHINE COAST REC3I0N 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
Note: Brisbane-Moreton Region below is an 
and Balance of Moreton regions above. 
BRISBANE-MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY REGION 
"NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WEST QUEEENSLAND 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
TOURISM IMPACTS 
1 
i 
tourism Output Impacts 
Gold Coast Tourism % 
Brisbane-Moreton Output j 
Tourism Output Impacts 
Brisbane Tourism % of | 
Brisbane-Moreton Output 
tourism Output Impacts i 
Sunshine Coast Tourism % 
of Brisbane-Moreton Output i 
Tourism Output Impacts i 
Bal. of Moreton Tourism % of 
Brisbane-Moreton Output 
aggregation of the Gold Coast 
Gross Regional Output 
Tourism Output Impacts 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Impacts 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impacts: 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 1 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impacts 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impacts 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output i 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impacts; 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impactsi 
Tourism %i of Regional 
Output 
Gross Regional Output 
Total Tourism Output Impacts: 
Tourism % of Regional 
Output 
REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000s) 
1,835,671.80 
3.48% 
1,527,000.10 
2.89% 
573,327,50 
1,09% 
138,637.30 
0.26% 
Percent of 
Gross 
State 
Product 
2.0% 
1.7% 
0.6% 
0.2% 
, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast 
52,810,131.70 
4,074,636.70 
7.72% 
5,603,978.00 
182,679.20 
3.26% 
4,192,058,80 
282,235,80 
6.73% 
9,244,984,70 
256,086.40 
2.77% 
4,495,425.10 
326,844.80 
7.27% 
6,454,901,00 
291,223,00 
4,51% 
4,569,460.00 
599,615.10 
13.12% 
3,965,487.70 
98,907.30 
2.49% 
Gross State Output j 91,336,427,10 
Total Tourism Output Impacts! 6,249,909.70 
Tourism % of State Output 6.84% 
57.8% 
4.5% 
6.1% 
0.2% 
4.6% 
0.3% 
10.1% 
0.3% 
4.9% 
0.4% 
7.1% 
0.3% 
5.0% 
0.7% 
4.3% 
0.0% 
100.0% 
6.8% 
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Table 9.2.13-6 Summary of Regional Contribution of Tourism Employment to Total Regional Employment (Perct 
of Total Queensland Employment 
REGION 
'GOLD "COASt "REGTON 
BRISBANE REGION 
SUNSRiNE COASt REGION 
BALANCE OF MORETON 
Note: Brisbane-Moreton Region 
and Balance of Moreton regions 
BRISBANE-MORETON 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT 
FITZROY 
MACKAY REGION 
NORTHERN 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND 
WESTQUEEENSLAND 
TOtALQUEENSLAND 
iEMPLOYMENT IMPACTS 
1 
jGold Coast tourism Employment; 
I Impacts 
iTourism Employment % of 
Brisbane-Moreton Employment 
[Brisbane Tourism Employment 
[Impacts 
:Brisbane Tourism Employment %i; 
jof Brisbane-Moreton Employment 
iSunshine Coast Tourism 
JEmployment Impacts 
iTourism Employment % of 
j Brisbane-Moreton Employment 
Balance of Moreton Tourism 
Employment Impacts 
Tourism Employment % of Total 
Brisbane-Moreton Employment 
EMPLOYMENT 
JOBS (FTE) 
25,301.70 
3.64% 
21,628.00 
3.12% 
7,974.20 
1.15% 
1,935.80 
0.28% 
below is an aggregation ofthe Gold Coast, Brisbane, 
above. 
iBrisbane-Moreton Employment 
JTourism Employment Impacts 
ITourism Employment % of 
;Brisbane-Moreton Employment 
iDarling Downs Employment 
iTourism Employment Impacts 
iTourism Employment %> of 
iDarling Downs Employment 
iWide Bay-Burnett Employment 
Tourism Employment Impacts 
Tourism Employment %) of Wide 
i Bay-Burnett Employment 
Fitzroy Employment 
Tourism Employment Impacts 
Tourism Employment % of Fitzroy 
i Employment 
i Mackay Employment 
iTourism Employment Impacts 
iTourism Employment %i of 
i Mackay Employment 
iNorthern Employment 
jTourism Employment Impacts 
iTourism %i of Northern 
iEmployment 
jFar North Queensland 
iEmployment 
iTourism Employment Impacts 
iTourism % of Far North 
Queensland Employment 
West Queensland Employment 
iTourism Employment Impacts 
iTourism % of West Queensland 
iEmployment 
itotal Queensland Employmen-t 
JTourism Employment Impacts 
Tourism % of Queensland 
iEmployment 
694,257.00 
56,839.70 
8.19% 
71,720.00 
2,614.50 
3.65% 
66,832.00 
6,483.50 
9.70% 
67,972.00 
3,479.20 
5.12% 
43,133.00 
5,040.80 
11.69% 
72,624.00 
4,512.70 
6.21% 
63,028.00 
9,604.20 
15.24% 
35,525.00 
1,569.50 
4.42% 
1,115,091.00 
88,975.50 
7.98% 
Percent of 
Queensland 
Employment 
2.3% 
1.9% 
0.7% 
0.2% 
Sunshine Coast 
62.3% 
5.1% 
6.4% 
0.2% 
6.0% 
0.6% 
6.1% 
0.3% 
3.9% 
0.5% 
6.5% 
0.4% 
5.7% 
0.9% 
3.2% 
0.1% 
100.0% 
8.0% 
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Chapter 10 
%, Summary and Conclusions. 
10.1 Introduction 
An overall picture of tourism in the regions of Queensland has been outlined in this 
thesis. This has included the derivation of a comprehensive database (RETA-Q) 
describing the regional distribution of tourism activity in the state by various categories 
of tourist. Input-output multipliers have been derived to indicate the regional economic 
impact of tourism on output, income and employment as well as the regional economic 
contribution that tourism makes to the Queensland economy. Disaggregated multipliers 
showing the sectoral impacts in each region for the various types of tourist visitor have 
also been calculated which indicates which industrial sectors in each region are most 
affected by tourist expenditure in the relevant region. 
It has become evident that tourism makes a significant economic contribution at the 
regional level in Queensland and the implications for tourism policy indicate real 
opportunities for further expansion of sustainable tourism in the Queensland economy. 
There are number of issues to consider when developing tourism policy that has 
emerged during the course ofthe thesis. 
At the national level, according to the Kelty report among others, despite the major 
initiatives by the Federal govenunent in calling forth reports' on regional development. 
The Kelty Report, the Economic Planning Advisory Council Report, the Urban and Regions Development Review, 
the McKinsey Report and the Industry Commission Report, 1993 and the Bureau of Industry Commission Report, 
Regional Development, Patterns and Policy Implications, 1994. 
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very little has translated into actual policy. For example, the allocation of funds to 
regions indicate little concem for regional development^ The amount allocated to 
regional development appears insignificant when compared with the programs required 
at the regional level as identified in the reports^ to the govemment. Even though there is 
rhetoric about regional development being an integral part of national economic 
development, the reality is that those industries contributing to export markets receive 
support whilst other sectors are encouraged to develop self-help programs. 
The current reality is that there are constraints on funding and limitations posed by the 
impacts of restructuring, intemationalisation, and deregulation of capital. 
It seems that govemments at all levels have a political concem about the state of the 
regions, and the state of tourism in particular, but these concems have not translated 
into actions. 
At the state level, the Queensland government's policy towards regional development 
has taken the form of funding of $40 million over three years for the Rural Living 
Infrastructure program under the Rural Communities Program. The program provides 
grants to approximately 110 mral and remote shires with populations of less than 
10,000. The program is intended to fund a variety of projects including recreational, 
cultural and community services, local capital works programs, and water supply and 
sewerage schemes (Queensland Govemment, 1995, p.82.)\ 
^ Out of a total expenditure on economic development policies over four years of S6.4 billion, only S263 million 
(representing 4 percent ofthe total) was allocated to regional development, with 3 percent of that amount devoted 
to the Badgery's Creek airport. 
' The Kelty Report, the Economic Planning Advisory Council Report, the Urban and Regions Development Review, 
the McKinsey Report and the Industry Commission Report, 1993 and the Bureau of Industry Commission Report, 
Regional Development, Patterns and Policy Implications, 1994. 
Queensland Govemment, 1995, From Strength to Strength, Queensland - Leading State, Brisbane 
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A more important initiative at the regional level is the government's Future Search 
Program where the Queensland Department of Business, Industry and Regional 
Development (DBIRD) developed and introduced the Future Search Workshops 
(introduced in 1993). These workshops were held throughout the state to identify 
potential business opportunities in 35 locations affected by the drought or undergoing 
structural change. These future search workshops could be seen as an ideal starting 
place to introduce tourism at the regional level. These workshops could be developed, 
with input from regional tourism associations but mostly from the business community 
and local residents, to explore the tourism potential of the regions at the community 
based level. 
The Future Search program has already identified the possibility of establishing 10 host 
farms/homes in the Chinchilla and Charleville communities and this appears to be an 
ideal program through which to establish the tourism potential throughout the state. 
What is needed, however, is govemment policy directed at tourism in particular in 
order to identify future potential in particular regions. With the results of this thesis 
providing badly needed statistical information on the state of tourism at the regional 
level in Queensland, and with many of the mral communities still experiencing 
prolonged drought conditions, the concept of mral tourism to offset the hardships of 
lack of agricultural and pastoral production would seem a viable solution. However, 
there needs to be a govemment commitment to support such initiatives since most 
opportunities to develop host farms/home stay mral tourism require some financial 
support to put in place appropriate stmctures. With the availability of a large Asian 
market on our doorstep which has experienced overcrowding, congestion and pollution, 
the mral locations of our Queensland regions could provide ideal holiday destinations. 
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There have been some outback tourism initiatives, with the Queensland Tourism and 
Travel Corporation developing the Sunlover Holidays programs for the outback and the 
Motoring Guides to the Outback regions providing information on driving conditions in 
rural Queensland (From Strength to Strength, 1995, p.85). 
However, the Queensland government's objective appears to be to ensure mral 
adjustment services which have a focus on achieving self reliance, competitiveness and 
support for stmctural adjustment within mral regions, without a direct financial 
commitment for such mral adjustment. 
With respect to the regional Queensland, all economically stmggling regions could be 
given access to funds to develop regional economic strategies which incorporates 
special policies for tourism. This needs to be associated with a commitment to 
strengthening tourism at the regional level, if not by direct support, then certainly by 
supporting initiatives that show promise of commercial viability. Further, there needs 
to be more recognition of the contribution of tourism to regional economies and that 
recognition should be put on the political agenda. 
In order to develop the potential for tourism much further, a tourism policy needs to be 
developed which considers each and every region individually. Strategic policy plans 
need to be established to identify the particular strengths and weakness of each of the 
regions with respect to tourism, the employment considerations and the investment 
considerations, outdoor adventure or recreation activities and what might be done to 
enhance the contribution to the local economies. There is a need to implement tourism 
polices which include ground-up processes, the community needs to be involved in 
developing and directing tourism in order to get the most benefit. Two major areas of 
concern for regional tourism policy include the following considerations: 
Page 389 
Chapter 10 Summary and Conclusions 
Firstly, there is not yet a State tourism policy although there is one currently being 
developed with input from a wide range of organisations, govemment department, 
industry operators, academics and others interested in the tourism industry. In 
Queensland this was begun by the Queensland Department of Tourism Sport and 
Racing and has been slow to transpire into Govemment policy. Secondly, there are no 
tourism policies at the regional level. Some regions have taken it upon themselves to 
develop Tourism strategies^ In fact, there have been attempts at developing economic 
policies at the regional level but tourism has not been singled out for special attention. 
Attempts at involving regions in the planning of tourism policy is being considered 
more seriously in recent times although all the decision making still takes place from 
the "top-down" rather than involving regional communities. 
One of the important outcomes of the thesis has been the implications for tourism 
policy at the regional level being grounded in the regional communities themselves. 
The global economic restmcturing taking place has caused severe dislocations in many 
sectors of the Queensland economy with particular repercussions at the regional level. 
With the State being traditionally an agricultural and resource based economy, and 
having to come to grips with changing technologies, changing pattems of world 
demand for commodities, and with changes in employment opportunities, there is 
significant potential for tourism to become a major growth industry which, together 
with existing industries in the regions, could take the initiative and develop the tourism 
potential of each ofthe regions and thereby increase economic development in regional 
Queensland. 
Such as the Far North Queensland region and the Northem region. 
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One area which has not received nearly the attention it deserves in the literature is the 
concept of mral tourism. 
In rural Queensland there are a great number of small farms which apart from suffering 
the recent long mnning drought conditions, would be able to provide unique mral 
experiences for intemational visitors given the appropriate promotional activities and 
the necessary education and training for the host communities. 
With travel pattems in overseas countries changing to shorter, more frequent vacations, 
tourists seek value for money vacations with quality and service. Tourists are more 
environmentally conscious than ever before and are willing to spend more on products 
that show quality and value. 
More research is needed to establish the viability of new products and better 
communication needs to be fostered between industry and govemment. 
Any actions to strengthen the tourism industry must be based on solid research; not just 
marketing research but economic, social, and environmental research as well, which 
specifically relates to the tourism industry. This thesis has made a major contribution 
to the state of knowledge of tourism at the regional level in Queensland. 
Any real progress in moving tourism forward at the regional level will predicate its 
success on being able to involve communities at the regional level in all stages of the 
planning and policy making process. Some regions, no doubt, will need assistance in 
developing strategic tourism policy guidelines but successful regional tourism programs 
and community based tourism enterprises tend to be most successful. According to Sir 
Frank Moore, Chairman of the Tourism Forecasting Council, one of the factors which 
hold back regional tourism development in Queensland is "a dreadful, wretched 
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apathy".* Rural tourism could enable mral people to take charge of their cultural 
heritage and manage the difficult times rather than simply enduring them. 
As articulated in the Queensland government's state economic development policy, in 
1992,' 
The Government believes that it is in the best long term interests of both 
individual regions and of the state as a whole that economic 
development should be commercially viable in the long term rather than 
depend on continued Government support. For this reason, the 
Government does not provide assistance to firms to establish in 
particular regions, where there is no fundamental economic basis for 
them to locate there", (p. 70) 
There is a need to develop further two major aspects to tourism in Queensland. First is 
a program that takes a mral/regional focus. The need to diversify regional economies is 
apparent when we consider that many mral regions are declining economically. Rural 
areas offer ideal locations for pursuing outdoor recreational activities. They can also 
contribute to the local economy by exploring the possibilities of taking advantage ofthe 
cultural/heritage assets ofthe region. 
Although there exists fluctuations in particular region's abilities to keep tourists within 
their boundaries (such as Fitzroy) as well as their ability to attract visitors in the first 
place (Central West and South West) a large number of interstate travelers come to 
Queensland and would appreciate opportunities not only for farm-stay visitafion but for 
Sir Frank Moore, Chairman ofthe Tourism Forecasting Council, addressing a conference on regional Australia, 
Kooralbyn, November, 1998. 
Queensland Govemment, 1992, Queensland Leading State, Brisbane. 
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outdoor recreafion/adventure activities in the West and North of the State. The Cape 
York Peninsula region appears to be grossly underfunded in terms of provision of basic 
amenities to enhance the development of nature/wildlife attractions in the region. Only 
the strong at heart and in mind venture along the unsealed and unsigned "roadways" 
through the north. Once off the sealed section of highway the roads to the north and 
west tend to deteriorate markedly. The major sealed sections have largely been 
constructed for the purpose of carrying freight rather than tourism activities. If access 
to some regions were improved, together with the provision of parks and wildlife 
rangers to direct and inform tourists, many regional opportunities could be developed. 
With respect to mral tourism, it is clear that many of the regions in Queensland possess 
sufficient infrastmcture of cultural/heritage, attractions and events, leisure activities and 
accommodations, which, if sufficiently organised, could provide a pleasant and 
comfortable environment for visitors. 
Exploiting the potential for mral tourism depends not only on the support for facilities 
but on critical process issues such as how mral tourism is organised in an area, who 
gets to participate and the stmctures which exist or can be introduced to develop and 
promote mral tourism. 
Rural tourism provides an opportunity to contribute purposefully to community 
development and to achieve a sustainable social, economic and environmental 
economy. Most importantly, mral tourism relies on existing infi-astmcture - farms, 
agrarian landscapes, human, built and natural heritage resources, mral events and 
attractions - and requires little in the way of major investments or physical change. It is 
compatible with exisfing mral life and the need to effect a slow transition to new roles 
for Queensland's mral areas. A community development approach would be the most 
Page 393 
Chapter 10 Summary and Conclusions 
desirable way to go in any strategy for mral tourism development. This approach 
focuses on engaging the community in discussion with regard to whether or not to 
develop tourism, on what basis it should be developed, and what themes will be 
generated. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing principle, there is a need for a catalyst to initiate and 
stimulate the imagination ofthe community as to the potential for development. This is 
a critical role and needs a person or group who can be seen not as a final benefactor of 
the project but one who clearly has the welfare ofthe community at heart. 
The economic transition in many mral areas in Queensland is characterised by the 
effects of decline as well as the effects of new growth. Although the value of 
production in both agriculture and manufacturing is increasing in some regions, the 
number of jobs in these sectors is declining. The situation is made even more complex 
by the various forms of "resistance" to change which is characteristic of many mral 
communities. The agricultural community, for example, has a tendency to deny the 
need for change and is often reluctant to participate in any form of self-directed 
restructuring (Fuller and Starr, 1977)^ Dependance on govemment support has 
consequently increased. 
It is in this climate of great difficulty that economic diversification has become one of 
the favoured solutions to the mral crisis. To enable mral people, and particularly farm 
families, to stay on the land and to earn a living, new forms of enterprise have been 
Fuller, A.M., and Starr, M.J., 1977 (eds.). The Changing Rural Community: Problems and Goals Guelph: Rural 
Development Outreach Project, Publication No. 1 1977. University of Geulph, Canada. 
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sought and developed (Fuller and Bollman, 1992).^ To date, these have been largely 
seen as altematives to the production sector. Similarly, communities that depend on 
resource based income (e.g. single industry towns) have had to seek new ways to 
diversify their economies (Gertler and Baker, 1990).'° It is in this context that mral 
tourism has an important role to play. There is ample evidence from Westem Europe 
and in some parts of Canada that visitors to mral areas support the economic viability 
of existing business (tourism related and general) and stimulate new enterprises. Where 
visitors take accommodation in mral areas, the multiplier effects and direct economic 
retums are very much higher. Some farm vacation enterprises, for example, not only 
attract income, but in so doing create new jobs for people in the area (Froute, 1990)." 
These jobs are in the service sector as well as in the creative arts category. Rural 
tourism needs to be promoted, monitored and evaluated to measure the increase in 
business activity and economic diversification of mral communities, as well as its 
contribution to the renewal of community morale and purpose. 
The development ofthe potential for mral tourism requires mral areas to work together, 
to identify and promote their own self-images and to manage the collective benefits and 
potentially harmful extemalities of development. In this context visitation to mral areas 
for recreational purposes contributes purposefully to community development as it 
provides more than simply economic activity. Rural tourism combines the social 
development of a community with the diversificadon and strengthening of its economy. 
Fuller, A.M, and Bollman, R., 1992, "Pluriactivity Among Farm Families: Some West European, U.S. and 
Canadian Comparisons," in Contemporary Rural Systems in Transition, Volume 2 (ed. I.R. Bowler et al.) 
Walingford: C.A.B. Intemational (pp. 201-212) 
Gertler, M.E., and Baker, H.R., (eds.). Sustainable Rural Communities in Canada, Saskatoon: The Canadian 
Agriculture and Rural Restructuring Group, 1990. 
Froute, J., 1990, Study ofOn-Farm Diversification in the Saugeen Area, Ontario. Geulph: University School of 
Rural Planing and Development, March. 
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To achieve social, economic and environmentally sustainable tourism in mral 
Queensland, local initiafives which are community based, managed in partnership, low 
in cost, and which build upon the heritage resources of small areas need to be tested and 
developed. Rural tourism has an important and specific role to play in this endeavour. 
However there are lessons to be teamed from the European experience. Firstly, the top 
down approach to developing farm tourism has not delivered the best possible outcome. 
Locally based organisation and management are the preferred method of organisation in 
Germany and France. As Fuller and Bollman, 1992, point out in their study of mral 
tourism in France, Germany and Ireland, unless mral communities recognise and 
identify with mral tourism, most schemes for promotion and development remain 
fragmented and dominated by large associations and corporate interests in the tourism 
sector (Ireland). The European model calls for area-based organisation and 
management which implies horizontal integration of tourism interests (stakeholders) at 
the local level. This experience of developing tourism in mral areas of Europe forms 
the basis for proposing that a pilot test be undertaken in Queensland that consistently 
promotes local control, the sensitive utilisation of mral culture and which measures the 
importance of enabling support from central agencies. This approach is also consistent 
with analysis of mral tourism development projects in various parts of the USA 
(Minnesota State University Program on Rural Tourism, 1991). 
The frill potenfial of mral tourism is unlikely to be adequately captured if it is 
developed through a piecemeal and individual approach. The same is tme of other 
kinds of resource based possibilities in mral areas (Keane, 1990).'^ 
Keane, M.J. and Quinn, J., 1990, Rural Development and Rural Tourism, Research Report no. 5, University 
College Galway, Social Sciences Research Centre. 
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The development of polices to encourage mral tourism must recognize the following 
lessons from the European experiences": 
• An overhasty or uncoordinated development of mral tourism holds dangers for the 
environment and landscape; 
• Beyond certain thresholds, over-rapid growth of tourism makes the local population 
lose control of development; 
• the mral population must prepare itself socially and professionally for tourist 
activities; 
• market studies should make it possible to offer products suited to the needs and 
motivations of tourists which often vary widely; 
• rural tourism should be part of the overall context of what a region has to offer 
tourists, within an integrated regional policy. 
Certain preconditions must therefore be met for successful mral tourism development. 
Amongst these are: 
• Conservation and care of the landscape, nature, and the quality of life. It is argued 
that this is promoted by family farming, whereas large-scale agro-industry, 
monoculture, and unplanned industrial sites and mineral workings can destroy it. 
• A local mral population which is willing to develop tourism with the appropriate 
training and consultation. 
• The provision of local services to meet the basic immediate needs of tourists. 
See also Stucki, E., 1992, Balanced development ofthe Countryside in Westem Europe, Nature and Environment, 
No. 58, Council of Europe Press, p. 37. 
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• Adequate transport and access facilities. 
• Coordinafion of provision of accommodation with development of facilities and 
activities for tourists in villages and local areas, and with marketing. 
t A support stmcture which stimulates locally-based initiatives and action. 
This means that areas which suffer firom poor quality services at present are unlikely to 
benefit greatly from the development of mral tourism until these fundamental problems 
have been tackled. Amongst them can be included poor transport, training and 
educational services, the lack of local organisations which can undertake coordination 
and marketing activities. 
Although the accessibility issue is important as it can mean that the more peripheral 
areas will benefit less from mral tourism, such areas may be able to avoid the worst 
excesses ofthe tourism industry and have the advantages of remoteness to offer. 
The key lesson for Queensland, however, seems to be the avoidance of fragmentation of 
policy initiafives and the securing of strong linkages between actions directed at 
increasing accommodation and other facilities on farms, and those aimed at improving 
facilities and activities for tourists as well as marketing. European experience suggests 
that this is more likely to be achieved where local organisations play a major role in the 
development of tourism and its marketing in their areas. It is least likely to be achieved 
where support of farm accommodation, tourist attractions and facilities, and marketing 
are handled at the national level by separate and often conflicting Departments or 
Agencies. Thus of the three countries studied in depth, France and Germany more 
neariy approach the requirements than Ireland, where mral tourism is a more recent 
phenomenon. However, Germany has a substantial and apparently growing domestic 
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market for mral tourism in general, and farm tourism in particular, whilst France has a 
substanfial domesfic and foreign market based on its culture, gastronomy and rural 
environment. Ireland, by contrast, has a limited domestic market and faces the problem 
of reliance on overseas visitors who have to meet substantial travel costs, as well as a 
relative lack of local administrative and developmental stmctures'". 
Finally, areas which would be of considerable interest in Queensland would be the 
development of adventure tourism - travel that tends to involve various degrees of 
perceived risk and exhilaration. These are generally considered in two forms: hard 
adventure - adventure travel incorporating strenuous physical activity and requiring a 
certain degree of preparation/training; and soft adventure - adventure travel with mild 
physical exercise and more comfortable hospitality support services. There would 
appear to be considerable potential for expansion in these types of products in 
Queensland tourism. Further expansion could be achieved in the area of nature/cultural 
tourism which includes travel to relatively undisturbed or uncontaminated natural areas 
to enjoy the scenery and understand the characteristics, culture and history of the 
environment. There is also a need, particularly in Queensland, to develop an image 
around specific tourism assets e.g. waterways, untouched wilderness areas, accessibility 
of product, cultural attractions. This includes special attention to the attracfions of 
National Parks and specific cultural events. Eco-tourism which includes nature/cultural 
tourism, must ensure tourists do not alter the integrity of the ecosystem whilst 
producing net economic benefits to help further the protection of the natural and/or 
cultural resources. 
See also Stucki, E., 1992, Balanced development ofthe Countryside in Westem Europe, Nature and Environment, 
NO' 58, Council of Europe Press, p. 37. 
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10.2 Summary and Conclusions 
The thesis presented the RETA-Q database, a comprehensive and consistent database of 
tourism acfivity at the regional level in Queensland. It has been a complex undertaking 
and makes a major contribution to the state of knowledge of the tourism industry in 
Queensland at the regional level. 
The second major contribution of the thesis has been that it undertakes the most 
comprehensive analysis to date of the tourism industry incorporating economic impacts 
in Queensland at the regional level. Input-output multipliers in terms of output, income 
and employment were derived for each of the regions of Queensland as were 
differentiated multipliers for the various categories of visitors. This analysis of the 
tourism industry utilised the information developed in the RETA-Q database. 
The third and final major component of the thesis is the implications of the RETA-Q 
data for regional tourism policy developed in the thesis. The tourism industry would 
benefit from a consistent State tourism policy which considers the individual regions 
tourism assets as well as tourism potential. It is argued that the development of tourism 
at the regional level should be grounded in the economic stmcture of the regions 
themselves. Local industries and tourism operators as well as local authorities need to 
be involved in the planning and development of tourism policies at the regional level. 
These policies need to framed in such as a way to accord with the general thmst of the 
Federal and State tourism policies. Up to the present time there has been no systematic 
policies for the tourism industry in Queensland. The contribution that this thesis makes 
to the knowledge of regional tourism in Queensland represents the beginning of an 
ongoing process to maximise the net benefits of the development of the tourism 
industry in Queensland. 
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A-1 Sutnmary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation - Gold Coast, Brisbane. Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
891624.0 
651890.6 
668886.8 
1320777.4 
161238.8 
177161.7 
338400.5 
9646.7 
8503 .0 
18149.8 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2.10 1.1 
BRISBANE REGION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
524693.8 
408884 .6 
392827.6 
801712.2 
107524.8 
105895.5 
213420.3 
6884.6 
5126.4 
12011.0 
Impact Multiplier 1.96 1.9i 1.74 
SUNSfflNE COAST REGION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
236789.7 
178502.7 
186240.5 
364743 .2 
43535.8 
48657.1 
92192.9 
2738.0 
2336.4 
5074.3 
Impact Multiplier 2.04 2 . 12 1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
35336.7 
26829.5 
27607.4 
54436.9 
6458.5 
7200.5 
13659.0 
415.6 
345.9 
761.5 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2.11 
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A-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation - Darling Downs, Wide Bay-Burnett, Fitzroy ,and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
OUTPUT INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) ($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
64258 
43184 
26716 
69901 
.6 
.6 
.8 
.3 
10921.7 
7680.7 
18602.4 
641.5 
360.3 
1001.7 
Impact Multiplier 1.62 1.70 1.56 
WIDE BAY- BURNETT REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
OUTPUT INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) ($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 124166.4 
Net Level 86070.0 32969.5 2220.5 
Flow-on 66930.3 23746.9 1325.0 
Total 153000.3 56716.4 3545.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.78 1.72 1.60 
FITZROY REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
140887.0 
99792.9 
57190.8 
156983.7 
ier 1.57 
INCOME 
($'000) 
24199.8 
14291.6 
38491.4 
1.59 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1483.7 
676.5 
2160.2 
1.46 
MACKAY REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
OUTPUT INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) ($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 251986.8 
Net Level 173103.7 43601.2 2726.0 
Flow-on 70771.2 19739.3 1071.3 
Total 243874.9 63340.6 3797.3 
Impact Multiplier 1.41 1.45 1.39 
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A-i Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Staying in Commercial 
Accommodation - Northern, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Multipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
171556.0 
118108.1 
72130.2 
190238.3 
ier 1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
37018.8 
22080.5 
59099.3 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1842.3 
1032.4 
2874 .7 
1.56 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
423559.5 
287176.3 
137054.1 
424230.4 
ier 1.48 
INCOME 
($'000) 
84727.8 
42596.9 
127324.7 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
4702.5 
2096.0 
6798.5 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
64960.0 
41113.0 
20807.4 
61920.3 
11138.7 
5771.2 
16909.9 
679.3 
286.1 
965.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.51 1.52 1.42 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND 
TOURISTS STAYING IN COMMERCIAL ACCOMMODATION 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
2705377.5 
2137025.0 
1686428.0 
3823453 .0 
550717.7 
451758.4 
1002476.1 
32598 .9 
21921.7 
54520.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.79 1.82 1.67 
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A-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Muhipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
GOLD COAST REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
891624.0 
651890.6 
668886.8 
1320777.4 
161238.8 
177161.7 
338400.5 
9646.7 
8503.0 
18149.8 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2 . 1 0 1.1 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y -
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonrae ta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 6 5 1 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
Q.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 0 0 8 5 . 1 
0 . 0 
8 . 0 
1 2 8 9 9 5 . 8 
6 4 7 9 9 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
e.o 
2 2 1 4 9 9 . 2 
6 5 1 8 9 0 . 6 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 1 6 4 . 4 
8 7 3 2 . 7 
1 6 9 2 . 9 
3 2 6 1 . 3 
3 8 9 . 0 
7 3 2 7 1 . 6 
2 7 3 7 7 . 9 
1 4 6 4 9 . 1 
1 4 2 5 4 . 1 
1 0 2 0 5 . 9 
5 1 5 6 0 . 5 
2 8 5 8 4 . 0 
8 4 9 6 . 6 
9 5 0 5 8 . 1 
5 5 3 5 8 . 7 
1 7 5 0 1 9 . 3 
7 7 9 4 . 4 
4 1 8 5 5 . 0 
4 6 1 6 1 . 1 
6 6 8 8 8 6 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .3 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 0 
4 . 1 
2 .2 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
7 . 7 
4 . 3 
1 .3 
1 4 . 2 
8 . 3 
2 6 . 2 
1 .2 
6 . 3 
6 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 1 6 4 . 4 
8 7 3 2 . 7 
1 6 9 2 . 9 
3 2 6 1 . 3 
3 8 9 . 0 
1 5 9 7 8 3 . 0 
2 7 3 7 7 . 9 
1 4 6 4 9 . 1 
1 4 2 5 4 . 1 
1 0 2 0 5 . 9 
2 0 1 6 4 5 . 6 
2 8 5 8 4 . 0 
8 4 9 6 . 6 
2 2 4 0 5 3 . 8 
1 2 0 1 5 7 . 9 
1 7 5 0 1 9 . 3 
7794 .4 
4 1 8 5 5 . 0 
2 6 7 6 6 0 . 2 
1 3 2 0 7 7 7 . 4 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 5 . 3 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
1 7 . 0 
9 . 1 
1 3 . 3 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 0 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Brisbane-Moreton Region Input-Output Tables developed by West, et.al., 1991 were used to measure the impact 
of Tourism expenditure in the Gold Coast Region. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr i c . 
Fo re s t ,F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food M f g . 
W o o d , P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
M e t a l P r o d M f g . 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
O t h e r M f g . 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
T r a d e 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c A d m i n . 
Communi ty S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
0 .0 
O.O 
0.0 
8 9 7 7 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
Q « 5 
0 . 0 
1 3 0 0 6 . 6 
Q..a 
0 . 0 
5 1 0 3 1 . 9 
2 6 9 0 3 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 1 3 1 9 . 9 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 4 3 . 3 
1 6 6 3 . 1 
3 9 1 . 8 
6 9 1 . 0 
1 5 5 . 5 
7 6 0 3 . 2 
6 1 4 5 . 5 
2 9 0 2 . 9 
2 7 3 1 . 7 
1 4 4 3 . 0 
4 4 6 8 . 3 
7 0 9 2 . 8 
2 8 2 4 . 1 
3 7 6 0 5 . 8 
2 2 9 8 3 . 9 
3 5 1 0 5 . 2 
4 5 0 0 . 7 
2 5 0 3 0 . 6 
1 2 7 7 9 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 5 
1 . 6 
1 . 5 
0 . 8 
2 . 5 
4 . 0 
1 . 6 
2 1 . 2 
1 3 . 0 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
7 . 2 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 4 3 . 3 
1 6 6 3 . 1 
3 9 1 . 8 
6 9 1 . 0 
1 5 5 . 5 
1 6 5 8 0 . 2 
6 1 4 5 . 5 
2 9 0 2 . 9 
2 7 3 1 . 7 
1 4 4 3 . 0 
1 7 4 7 4 . 9 
7 0 9 2 . 8 
2 8 2 4 . 1 
8 8 6 3 7 . 7 
4 9 8 8 7 . 3 
3 5 1 0 5 . 2 
4 5 0 0 . 7 
2 5 0 3 0 . 6 
7 4 0 9 9 . 1 
{%) 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 9 
1 . 8 
0 . 9 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
5 . 2 
2 . 1 
0 . 8 
2 6 . 2 
14 . 7 
1 0 . 4 
1 . 3 
7 . 4 
2 1 . 9 
TOTAL 1 6 1 2 3 8 . 8 1 7 7 1 6 1 . 7 1 0 0 . 0 3 3 8 4 0 0 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
«*•! 
0 . 1 
O.a 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 7 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
Oi-S 
•Q.Q 
0 . 0 
5 1 2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 5 2 0 . 8 
9 4 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
0*0 
0 . 0 
4 2 8 8 . 3 
5 5 . 2 
82 . 0 
1 1 . 3 
2 1 . 6 
5 . 2 
3 1 9 . 5 
2 7 3 . 6 
1 1 3 . 7 
1 0 6 . 7 
5 4 . 3 
1 7 6 . 1 
1 8 7 . 9 
9 4 . 9 
2 5 9 4 . 5 
8 0 9 . 7 
1 3 3 4 . 4 
1 7 5 . 8 
1 1 9 2 . 8 
8 9 3 . 7 
0 . 6 
1 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
3 . 8 
3 . 2 
1 . 3 
1 . 3 
0 . 6 
2 . 1 
2 . 2 
1 . 1 
3 0 . 5 
9 . 5 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 0 
1 0 . 5 
5 5 . 2 
8 2 . 0 
1 1 . 3 
2 1 . 6 
5 . 2 
6 9 6 . 8 
2 7 3 . 6 
1 1 3 . 7 
1 0 6 . 7 
5 4 . 3 
6 8 8 . 7 
1 8 7 . 9 
94 . 9 
6 1 1 5 . 3 
1 7 5 7 . 5 
1 3 3 4 . 4 
1 7 5 . 8 
1 1 9 2 . 8 
5 1 8 2 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
1 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
3 . 8 
1 . 0 
0 . 5 
3 3 . 7 
9 . 7 
7 . 4 
1 . 0 
6 . 6 
2 8 . 6 
9 6 4 6 . 7 8 5 0 3 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 1 8 1 4 9 . 8 1 0 0 . 0 
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A-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation-for Visitors Staying in Commercial Accommodation 
BRISBANE REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
524693 .8 
408884 .6 
392827.6 
801712.2 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
107524 . 8 
1 0 5 8 9 5 . 5 
2 1 3 4 2 0 . 3 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
6 8 8 4 . 6 
5 1 2 6 . 4 
1 2 0 1 1 . 0 
Impact Multiplier 1.96 1 . 9 8 1 .74 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
O.Q 
0 . 0 
3 7 5 3 3 . 3 
0^0 
6.6 
0.6 
0 . 0 
4 1 4 7 8 . 3 
9.9 
0 . 0 
4 0 9 2 4 . 1 
2 7 8 5 0 . 8 
0 . 0 
i .& 
0 . 0 
2 6 1 0 9 8 . 1 
4 0 8 8 8 4 .6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2543 . 5 
4 6 7 0 . 8 
8 3 2 . 4 
1 7 2 8 . 6 
2 2 7 . 2 
4 1 1 6 1 . 6 
16423 .4 
8 0 4 9 . 6 
7 4 0 9 . 0 
5 0 1 7 . 3 
2 8 0 0 3 . 6 
1 7 1 9 2 . 1 
4 3 4 9 . 6 
5 7 9 3 8 . 8 
3 2 3 2 1 . 6 
1 0 3 5 5 8 . 3 
4 6 0 1 . 8 
2 6 5 5 2 . 3 
3 0 2 4 6 . 1 
3 9 2 8 2 7 . 6 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 6 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 5 
4 . 2 
2 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .3 
7 . 1 
4 . 4 
1 . 1 
1 4 . 7 
8 . 2 
2 6 . 4 
1 .2 
6 . 8 
7 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2543 . 5 
4 6 7 0 . 8 
8 3 2 . 4 
1 7 2 8 . 6 
2 2 7 . 2 
7 8 6 9 4 . 9 
16423 .4 
8 0 4 9 . 6 
7 4 0 9 . 0 
5 0 1 7 . 3 
6 9 4 8 1 . 9 
1 7 1 9 2 . 1 
4 3 4 9 . 6 
9 8 8 6 2 . 8 
6 0 1 7 2 . 4 
1 0 3 5 5 8 . 3 
4 6 0 1 . 8 
2 6 5 5 2 . 3 
2 9 1 3 4 4 . 2 
801712 .2 
(%) 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
9 . 8 
2 . 0 
1.0 
0 . 9 
0 . 6 
8 . 7 
2 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 2 . 3 
7 . 5 
1 2 . 9 
0 . 6 
3 . 3 
3 6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Brisbane-Moreton Region Input-Output Tables developed by West, et.al., 1991 were used to measure the impact 
ofTourism expenditure in the Brisbane Region. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 9 4 . 7 
0 . 0 
6.8, 
&.i 
0 . 0 
3 5 9 4 . 6 
0.0 
0.0 
1 6 1 8 9 . 9 
1 1 5 6 3 . 1 
0 . 0 
Q.0 
0 . 0 
7 2 2 8 2 . 5 
5 1 3 . 8 
8 8 9 . 5 
1 9 2 . 7 
3 6 6 . 3 
9 0 . 8 
4 2 7 1 . 2 
3 6 8 6 . 5 
1 5 9 5 . 2 
1 4 1 9 . 9 
7 0 9 . 4 
2426 . 8 
4 2 6 6 . 0 
1 4 4 5 . 7 
2 2 9 2 1 . 1 
1 3 4 1 9 . 3 
2 0 7 7 1 . 6 
2 6 5 7 . 2 
1 5 8 7 9 . 1 
8 3 7 3 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 0 
3 . 5 
1 .5 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 3 
4 . 0 
1 .4 
2 1 . 6 
12 . 7 
1 9 . 6 
2 . 5 
1 5 . 0 
7 . 9 
5 1 3 . 8 
8 8 9 . 5 
1 9 2 . 7 
3 6 6 . 3 
9 0 . 8 
8 1 6 5 . 9 
3 6 8 6 . 5 
1 5 9 5 . 2 
1 4 1 9 . 9 
7 0 9 . 4 
6 0 2 1 . 4 
4 2 6 6 . 0 
1445 .7 
3 9 1 1 1 . 0 
2 4 9 8 2 . 5 
2 0 7 7 1 . 6 
2 6 5 7 . 2 
1 5 8 7 9 . 1 
8 0 6 5 5 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 3 
2 . 8 
2 . 0 
0 . 7 
1 8 . 3 
1 1 . 7 
9 . 7 
1.2 
7 . 4 
3 7 . 8 
TOTAL 107524 .8 105895.5 100.0 213420.3 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Pape r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
(Jobs) 
0 . 0 
6«i 
5.-t 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
163 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 1 . 7 
0 . 0 
0.0 
1 1 1 7 . 0 
4 0 7 . 4 
a.fl 
l . c t 
o.e 
5 0 5 5 . 0 
6 8 8 4 . 6 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
2 7 . 2 
4 3 . 9 
5 . 6 
1 1 . 4 
3 . 0 
1 7 9 . 5 
1 6 4 . 1 
6 2 . 5 
5 5 . 5 
2 6 . 7 
9 5 . 6 
1 1 3 . 0 
4 8 . 6 
1 5 8 1 . 4 
4 7 2 . 7 
7 8 9 . 5 
103 . 8 
7 5 6 . 7 
5 8 5 . 6 
5 1 2 6 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 5 
3 . 2 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 .9 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
3 0 . 8 
9 . 2 
1 5 . 4 
2 . 0 
14 . 8 
1 1 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 7 . 2 
4 3 . 9 
5 . 6 
1 1 . 4 
3 .0 
3 4 3 . 2 
1 6 4 . 1 
6 2 . 5 
5 5 . 5 
2 6 . 7 
2 3 7 . 3 
1 1 3 . 0 
4 8 . 6 
2 6 9 8 . 3 
8 8 0 . 1 
7 8 9 . 5 
103 . 8 
7 5 6 . 7 
5 6 4 0 . 5 
1 2 0 1 1 . 0 
(%) 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 9 
1.4 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
2 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
2 2 . 5 
7 . 3 
6 . 6 
0 . 9 
6 . 3 
4 7 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 3 6 7 8 9 . 7 
1 7 8 5 0 2 .7 
1 8 6 2 4 0 . 5 
3 6 4 7 4 3 .2 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 3 5 3 5 . 8 
4 8 6 5 7 . 1 
9 2 1 9 2 . 9 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 7 3 8 . 0 
2 3 3 6 . 4 
5 0 7 4 . 3 
Impact Multiplier 2 .04 2 . 1 2 1 . 8 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 6 6 9 5 . 5 
0 . 0 
fl.B 
i ,& 
0 . 0 
2 0 1 9 8 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 1 7 7 . 8 
9 5 4 8 . 5 
0 . 0 
O.Q 
0.0 
8 6 8 8 2 . 9 
1 7 8 5 0 2 . 7 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 2 9 . 6 
2 9 8 4 . 6 
4 4 7 . 8 
8 0 0 . 8 
9 6 . 9 
2 3 0 0 4 . 0 
7 2 0 5 . 0 
3 6 6 2 . 7 
3 5 0 1 . 6 
2 4 7 8 . 9 
1 5 0 0 2 . 8 
7 8 5 7 . 7 
1 9 7 9 . 3 
2 5 6 3 6 . 8 
1 5 1 0 3 . 6 
4 7 9 6 3 . 7 
2 1 2 7 . 0 
1 1 5 0 3 . 6 
1 2 9 5 4 . 1 
1 8 6 2 4 0 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
1 .0 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 4 
3 . 9 
2 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .3 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 . 1 
13 .8 
8 . 1 
2 5 . 8 
1 . 1 
6 . 2 
7 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 2 9 . 6 
2 9 8 4 . 6 
4 4 7 . 8 
8 0 0 . 8 
9 6 . 9 
5 9 6 9 9 . 5 
7 2 0 5 . 0 
3 6 6 2 . 7 
3 5 0 1 . 6 
2478 .9 
3 5 2 0 0 . 9 
7 8 5 7 . 7 
1 9 7 9 . 3 
50814 .6 
2 4 6 5 2 . 1 
4 7 9 6 3 . 7 
2 1 2 7 . 0 
1 1 5 0 3 . 6 
9 9 8 3 7 . 0 
3 6 4 7 4 3 .2 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 4 
2 . 0 
1 .0 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
9 . 7 
2 . 2 
0 . 5 
1 3 . 9 
6 . 8 
1 3 . 2 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 7 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Brisbane-Moreton Region Input-Output Tables developed by West, et.al. 
ofTourism expenditure in the Sunshine Coast Region 
1991 were used to measure the impact 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 0 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
O.fl 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 5 0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 9 6 0 . 6 
3 9 6 4 . 3 
0 ,0 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
24052 . 7 
4 3 5 3 5 . 8 
FLOW 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 8 9 . 8 
5 6 8 . 4 
1 0 3 . 6 
1 6 9 . 7 
3 8 . 7 
2 3 8 7 . 1 
1 6 1 7 . 3 
7 2 5 . 8 
6 7 1 . 1 
3 5 0 . 5 
1 3 0 0 . 2 
1 9 4 9 . 8 
6 5 7 . 9 
1 0 1 4 2 . 2 
6 2 7 0 . 8 
9 6 2 0 . 5 
1 2 2 8 . 2 
6 8 7 9 . 5 
3 5 8 6 . 2 
4 8 6 5 7 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 9 
3 . 3 
1 . 5 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 . 0 
1 .4 
2 0 . 8 
1 2 . 9 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
7 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 8 9 . 8 
5 6 8 . 4 
1 0 3 . 6 
1 6 9 . 7 
3 8 . 7 
6 1 9 4 . 8 
1 6 1 7 . 3 
7 2 5 . 8 
6 7 1 . 1 
3 5 0 . 5 
3 0 5 0 . 6 
1 9 4 9 . 8 
6 5 7 . 9 
2 0 1 0 2 . 7 
1 0 2 3 5 . 1 
9 6 2 0 . 5 
1 2 2 8 . 2 
6 8 7 9 . 5 
2 7 6 3 8 . 9 
92192 .9 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 7 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 .3 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
2 1 . 8 
1 1 . 1 
1 0 . 4 
1.3 
7 . 5 
3 0 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 8 7 . 2 
1 3 9 . 7 
0 . 0 
e.fl 
0 . 0 
1 6 8 2 . 1 
2 7 3 8 . 0 
FLOW 
( J o b s ) 
2 0 . 6 
2 8 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 .3 
1 0 0 . 3 
7 2 . 0 
2 8 . 4 
2 6 . 2 
1 3 . 2 
5 1 . 2 
5 1 . 7 
2 2 . 1 
6 9 9 . 7 
2 2 0 . 9 
3 6 5 . 7 
4 8 . 0 
3 2 7 . 8 
2 5 0 . 8 
2 3 3 6 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
2 9 . 9 
9 . 5 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 0 
1 0 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 0 . 6 
2 8 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 .3 
2 6 0 . 3 
7 2 . 0 
2 8 . 4 
2 6 . 2 
1 3 . 2 
1 2 0 . 2 
5 1 . 7 
2 2 . 1 
1 3 8 6 . 9 
3 6 0 . 6 
3 6 5 . 7 
4 8 . 0 
3 2 7 . 8 
1 9 3 2 . 9 
5 0 7 4 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
1.4 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
2 . 4 
1 .0 
0 . 4 
2 7 . 3 
7 . 1 
7 . 2 
0 . 9 
6 . 5 
3 8 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 5 3 3 6 . 7 
2 6 8 2 9 . 5 
2 7 6 0 7 . 4 
5 4 4 3 6 . 9 
2 . 0 3 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 4 5 8 . 5 
7 2 0 0 . 5 
1 3 6 5 9 . 0 
2 . 1 1 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4 1 5 . 6 
3 4 5 . 9 
7 6 1 . 5 
1 . 8 3 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t i on , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
fl.. B 
«5.i 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 7 2 3 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 0 4 . 1 
0 . 0 
B,fl 
3 2 5 2 . 3 
8 0 5 . 8 
Q,..fl 
ff.fi 
0.0 
14544 .2 
2 6 8 2 9 . 5 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 9 7 . 2 
4 5 5 . 4 
6 4 . 6 
1 1 6 . 7 
14 . 1 
3 4 7 1 . 3 
1 0 5 4 . 5 
5 2 7 . 2 
5 0 0 . 2 
3 5 0 . 7 
2 2 2 5 . 7 
1 1 7 0 . 1 
2 7 4 . 8 
3 7 7 6 . 6 
2 2 2 6 . 8 
7 1 1 5 . 5 
314 . 1 
1 7 0 8 . 7 
1 9 4 3 . 4 
2 7 6 0 7 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
1 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 6 
3 . 8 
1 .9 
1 .8 
1 .3 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 .0 
1 3 . 7 
8 . 1 
2 5 . 8 
1 . 1 
6 . 2 
7 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 9 7 . 2 
4 5 5 . 4 
6 4 . 6 
1 1 6 . 7 
1 4 . 1 
9 1 9 4 . 3 
1054 . 5 
5 2 7 . 2 
5 0 0 . 2 
3 5 0 . 7 
4 7 2 9 . 8 
1 1 7 0 . 1 
2 7 4 . 8 
7 0 2 9 . 0 
3 0 3 2 . 7 
7 1 1 5 . 5 
3 1 4 . 1 
1708 .7 
1 6 4 8 7 . 6 
5 4 4 3 6 . 9 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 9 
1 .9 
1.0 
0 . 9 
0 . 6 
8 . 7 
2 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 2 . 9 
5 . 6 
1 3 . 1 
0 . 6 
3 . 1 
3 0 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Brisbane-Moreton Region Input-Output Tables developed by West, et.al. 
ofTourism expenditure ofthe Balance of Moreton Region 
1991 were used to measure the impact 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
593 .9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 7 . 0 
0,0 
0 . 0 
1 2 8 6 . 7 
3 3 4 . 6 
0 . 0 
o.o 
0.0 
4 0 2 6 . 4 
6 4 5 8 . 5 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 0 . 0 
8 6 . 7 
1 4 . 9 
24 . 7 
5 . 6 
3 6 0 . 2 
2 3 6 . 7 
1 0 4 . 5 
9 5 . 9 
4 9 . 6 
1 9 2 . 9 
2 9 0 . 3 
9 1 . 3 
1 4 9 4 . 1 
9 2 4 . 5 
1 4 2 7 . 2 
1 8 1 . 4 
1 0 2 1 . 9 
5 3 8 . 0 
7 2 0 0 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 . 0 
1 .3 
2 0 . 7 
12 .8 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 2 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
($ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 0 . 0 
8 6 . 7 
1 4 . 9 
24 . 7 
5 . 6 
9 5 4 . 1 
2 3 6 . 7 
1 0 4 . 5 
9 5 . 9 
4 9 . 6 
4 0 9 . 9 
2 9 0 . 3 
9 1 . 3 
2 7 8 0 . 7 
1 2 5 9 . 1 
1 4 2 7 . 2 
1 8 1 . 4 
1 0 2 1 . 9 
4 5 6 4 . 4 
1 3 6 5 9 . 0 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
7 . 0 
1 .7 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 . 0 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
2 0 . 4 
9 . 2 
1 0 . 4 
1.3 
7 . 5 
3 3 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
88 .8 
11 .8 
e.o 
fii,fl 
6 .0 
2 8 1 . 6 
4 1 5 . 6 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
3 . 2 
4 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
1 5 . 1 
1 0 . 5 
4 . 1 
3 . 7 
1 .9 
7 . 6 
7 . 7 
3 . 1 
1 0 3 . 1 
3 2 . 6 
54 .2 
7 . 1 
48 . 7 
3 7 . 6 
3 4 5 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 .4 
3 . 0 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 5 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
2 9 . 8 
9 . 4 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 0 
1 4 . 1 
1 0 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
3 . 2 
4 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
4 0 . 1 
1 0 . 5 
4 . 1 
3 .7 
1 .9 
1 6 . 2 
7 . 7 
3 . 1 
1 9 1 . 8 
44 .4 
5 4 . 2 
7 . 1 
4 8 . 7 
3 1 9 . 2 
7 6 1 . 5 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 3 
1.4 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
2 . 1 
1.0 
0 . 4 
2 5 . 2 
5 . 8 
7 . 1 
0 . 9 
6 . 4 
4 1 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Muhipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 4 2 5 8 . 6 
4 3 1 8 4 . 6 
2 6 7 1 6 . 8 
6 9 9 0 1 . 3 
1 . 6 2 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 9 2 1 . 7 
7 6 8 0 . 7 
1 8 6 0 2 . 4 
1 . 7 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
6 4 1 . 5 
3 6 0 . 3 
1 0 0 1 . 7 
1 .56 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Fores t ,F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 2 2 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 9 8 0 . 0 
0»Q 
•0.6 
6 9 4 3 . 2 
6 3 5 . 5 
0 . 0 
%.^ 
0 . 0 
2 2 1 0 3 . 8 
4 3 1 8 4 . 6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3793 .3 
3 3 4 8 . 0 
1 3 7 . 6 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 1 
2 0 2 2 . 3 
4 4 6 . 7 
1 1 6 8 . 0 
3 0 9 . 5 
7 4 . 2 
2 7 8 . 1 
1 2 1 9 . 3 
4 1 9 . 3 
4 1 3 1 . 8 
2 4 5 4 . 5 
3 5 5 5 . 2 
1 1 1 9 . 9 
1 3 2 7 . 7 
8 8 5 . 4 
2 6 7 1 6 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
14 .2 
1 2 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
7 . 6 
1 .7 
4 .4 
1 .2 
0 . 3 
1 .0 
4 . 6 
1 .6 
1 5 . 5 
9 . 2 
13 .3 
4 . 2 
5 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 7 9 3 . 3 
3 3 4 8 . 0 
1 3 7 . 6 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 1 
7 5 4 4 . 4 
4 4 6 . 7 
1 1 6 8 . 0 
3 0 9 . 5 
7 4 . 2 
8 2 5 8 . 1 
1 2 1 9 . 3 
4 1 9 . 3 
1 1 0 7 5 . 0 
3 0 9 0 . 0 
3 5 5 5 . 2 
1 1 1 9 . 9 
1 3 2 7 . 7 
2 2 9 8 9 . 2 
6 9 9 0 1 . 3 
(%) 
5 . 4 
4 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 .7 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 8 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
1 5 . 8 
4 . 4 
5 . 1 
1 .6 
1 .9 
3 2 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
D.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 5 9 . 3 
0 . 0 
O.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 9 8 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 6 6 . 2 
2 6 8 . 8 
0 . 0 
ft'.O 
0 . 0 
6 1 2 9 . 1 
1 0 9 2 1 . 7 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 2 9 . 2 
7 1 6 . 2 
34 .0 
0 . 0 
2 .6 
2 4 1 . 4 
1 5 7 . 5 
3 3 2 . 8 
1 0 1 . 6 
1 5 . 7 
3 8 . 3 
2 7 7 . 3 
1 3 4 . 6 
1 6 4 6 . 1 
1 0 3 8 . 4 
8 1 9 . 1 
344 .4 
7 0 6 . 0 
2 4 5 . 5 
7 6 8 0 . 7 
-ON 
{%) 
1 0 . 8 
9 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 1 
2 . 1 
4 . 3 
1 .3 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
3 . 6 
1 .8 
2 1 . 4 
13 . 5 
1 0 . 7 
4 . 5 
9 . 2 
3 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 2 9 . 2 
7 1 6 . 2 
3 4 . 0 
Q*fl 
J . B 
9 0 0 . 7 
1 5 7 . 5 
3 3 2 . 8 
1 0 1 . 6 
1 5 . 7 
1 1 3 6 . 6 
2 7 7 . 3 
1 3 4 . 6 
4 4 1 2 . 3 
1 3 0 7 . 2 
8 1 9 . 1 
344 .4 
7 0 6 . 0 
6 3 7 4 . 6 
1 8 6 0 2 . 4 
(%) 
4 . 5 
3 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 8 
0 . 8 
1 .8 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
6 . 1 
1 .5 
0 . 7 
23 .7 
7 . 0 
4 . 4 
1 .9 
3 . 8 
3 4 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
iP»t 
6.15 
0. e 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 6 
0 . 0 
8»C' 
9:t 9 
0 . 8 
5 5 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 6 . 7 
9 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
383 . 5 
6 4 1 . 5 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
4 6 . 3 
3 7 . 3 
1 .3 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
9 . 7 
6 . 9 
1 4 . 8 
3 . 9 
0 . 7 
1 .9 
9 . 0 
4 . 3 
9 9 . 2 
3 7 . 2 
3 1 . 6 
1 2 . 8 
2 7 . 9 
1 5 . 4 
3 6 0 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
12 . 8 
1 0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 .9 
4 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
2 . 5 
1 .2 
2 7 . 5 
1 0 . 3 
8 . 8 
3 . 5 
7 . 7 
4 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
4 6 . 3 
3 7 . 3 
1 .3 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
3 6 . 3 
6 . 9 
1 4 . 8 
3 . 9 
0 . 7 
5 6 . 9 
9 . 0 
4 . 3 
2 6 5 . 9 
4 6 . 8 
3 1 . 6 
1 2 . 8 
2 7 . 9 
3 9 8 . 9 
1 0 0 1 . 7 
(%) 
4 . 6 
3 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 .6 
0 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
5 . 7 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
2 6 . 5 
4 . 7 
3 . 2 
1 .3 
2 . 8 
3 9 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-g Wide Bay Burnett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
WIDE BAY- BURNETT REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
124166 .4 
8 6 0 7 0 . 0 
6 6 9 3 0 . 3 
1 5 3 0 0 0 . 3 
i e r 1 . 7 8 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 2 9 6 9 . 5 
2 3 7 4 6 . 9 
5 6 7 1 6 . 4 
1 . 7 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 2 2 0 . 5 
1 3 2 5 . 0 
3 5 4 5 . 5 
1 . 6 0 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
{$'000) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonme ta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
l » i 
f rO 
0 - # 
a.fii 
0 . 0 
1 8 8 9 7 . 4 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 8 1 8 . 6 
0 . 0 
o.o 
9 7 7 3 . 1 
1 1 4 0 0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 ,0 
0 . 0 
3 9 1 8 0 . 9 
5 8 0 4 . 3 
7 1 6 1 . 1 
4 3 6 . 5 
1 0 4 6 . 3 
7 5 . 3 
4 7 7 3 . 2 
1 5 1 4 . 2 
1293 .4 
5 1 4 . 3 
1 6 7 . 0 
1 6 8 . 6 
3 4 0 8 . 6 
9 6 6 . 0 
1 1 9 2 6 . 7 
4 2 1 0 . 5 
7 7 1 1 . 3 
3 0 7 9 . 5 
8 9 9 7 . 5 
3 6 7 5 . 9 
8 . 7 
1 0 . 7 
0 . 7 
1 .6 
0 . 1 
7 . 1 
2 . 3 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
5 . 1 
1 .4 
1 7 . 8 
6 . 3 
1 1 . 5 
4 . 6 
1 3 . 4 
5 . 5 
5 8 0 4 . 3 
7 1 6 1 . 1 
4 3 6 . 5 
1 0 4 6 . 3 
7 5 . 3 
2 3 6 7 0 . 6 
1 5 1 4 . 2 
1 2 9 3 . 4 
5 1 4 . 3 
1 6 7 . 0 
6 9 8 7 . 2 
3 4 0 8 . 6 
9 6 6 . 0 
2 1 6 9 9 . 8 
1 5 6 1 0 . 6 
7 7 1 1 . 3 
3 0 7 9 . 5 
8 9 9 7 . 5 
4 2 8 5 6 . 8 
3 . 8 
4 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
1 5 . 5 
1.0 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 6 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
1 4 . 2 
1 0 . 2 
5 . 0 
2 . 0 
5 . 9 
2 8 . 0 
TOTAL 86070.0 66930.3 100.0 153000.3 100.0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
9 , 0 
0 .0 
§ .0 
0 . 0 
2 2 1 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0*8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 4 6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 2 3 . 1 
4 9 9 2 . 5 
t . i 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 9 9 4 . 1 
3 2 9 6 9 . 5 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 8 7 . 1 
2 6 2 9 . 4 
2 1 0 . 4 
1 0 4 . 6 
2 1 . 0 
5 5 8 . 9 
2 9 2 . 6 
3 6 4 . 9 
1 5 1 . 2 
3 7 . 3 
7 2 . 9 
3 8 1 . 6 
2 9 7 . 9 
4 6 6 5 . 6 
1 8 4 3 . 9 
1 7 5 7 . 3 
1 7 5 5 . 9 
4 8 3 2 . 5 
1 7 8 2 . 0 
2 3 7 4 6 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
8 . 4 
1 1 . 1 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
2 . 4 
1 .2 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
1 .6 
1 .3 
1 9 . 6 
7 . 8 
7 . 4 
7 . 4 
2 0 . 3 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 8 7 . 1 
2 6 2 9 . 4 
2 1 0 . 4 
104 .6 
2 1 . 0 
2 7 7 1 . 7 
2 9 2 . 6 
3 6 4 . 9 
1 5 1 . 2 
3 7 . 3 
3 0 1 9 . 8 
3 8 1 . 6 
2 9 7 . 9 
8 4 8 8 . 7 
6 8 3 6 . 5 
1 7 5 7 . 3 
1 7 5 5 . 9 
4 8 3 2 . 5 
2 0 7 7 6 . 1 
5 6 7 1 6 . 4 
(%) 
3 . 5 
4 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
1 5 . 0 
1 2 . 1 
3 . 1 
3 . 1 
8 . 5 
3 6 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) {%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Pape r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
^ . 0 ' 
0 . 0 
9 8 . 0 
0..t 
s.i 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 8 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
253 .0 
1 7 4 . 4 
0 . 0 
O . i 
0 . 0 
1 5 3 6 . 2 
2 2 2 0 . 5 
1 2 1 . 4 
1 6 1 . 3 
7 . 7 
2 . 4 
0 . 5 
2 4 . 8 
1 5 . 
1 4 . 
5 . 
1 . 
3 . 
1 0 . 
,6 
,4 
.8 
,3 
,9 
,6 
8 . 7 
3 0 8 . 8 
6 4 . 4 
6 7 . 7 
7 5 . 2 
2 8 6 . 5 
1 4 4 . 1 
1 3 2 5 . 0 
9 . 2 
1 2 . 2 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
23 .3 
4 . 9 
5 . 1 
5 . 7 
2 1 . 6 
1 0 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
1 2 1 . 4 
1 6 1 . 3 
7 . 7 
2 . 4 
0 . 5 
1 2 2 . 8 
1 5 . 6 
1 4 . 4 
5 . 8 
1 .3 
1 6 2 . 7 
1 0 . 6 
8 . 7 
5 6 1 . 8 
2 3 8 . 8 
6 7 . 7 
7 5 . 2 
2 8 6 . 5 
1 6 8 0 . 4 
3 . 4 
4 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 5 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
1 5 . 8 
6 . 7 
1 .9 
2 . 1 
8 . 1 
4 7 . 4 
3 5 4 5 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
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A-IO- Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
FITZROY REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
140887.0 
99792.9 
57190.8 
156983.7 
24199.8 
14291.6 
38491.4 
1483.7 
676.5 
2160.2 
Impact Multiplier 1.57 1 . 5 9 1 .46 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) V-
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr i c . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t i on , e t c . 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
13080.2 
0.0 
0,0 
O.a 
0.0 
14595.8 
0.0 
0.0 
12276.7 
4639.3 
0.0 
1,. 9 
i.B 
55200.9 
5469.6 
9900.4 
255.8 
738.6 
150.1 
3876.7 
871.4 
980.9 
594.1 
315.7 
928.5 
3287.8 
558.3 
7181.6 
4436.6 
8740.9 
3191.1 
3059.5 
2653.3 
9.6 
17.3 
0.4 
1.3 
0.3 
6.8 
1.5 
1.7 
1.0 
0.6 
1.6 
5.7 
1.0 
12.6 
7.8 
15.3 
5.6 
5.3 
4.6 
5469.6 
9900.4 
255.8 
738.6 
150.1 
16956.8 
871.4 
980.9 
594.1 
315.7 
15524 .3 
3287.8 
558.3 
19458.3 
9075.9 
8740.9 
3191.1 
3059.5 
57854.2 
3.5 
6.3 
0.2 
0.5 
0.1 
10.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.4 
0.2 
9.9 
2.1 
0.4 
12.4 
5.8 
5.6 
2.0 
1.9 
36.9 
TOTAL 9 9 7 9 2 . 9 5 7 1 9 0 . 8 1 0 0 . 0 1 5 6 9 8 3 . 7 1 0 0 . 0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure, 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas ,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
§tM 
8*0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 2 3 . 8 
0 . 0 
e*fl. 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 8 3 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 7 2 0 . 2 
1 3 1 2 . 3 
Q,Q 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 5 6 0 . 0 
1 2 4 0 . 7 
1 7 5 0 . 8 
5 7 . 2 
6 3 . 9 
5 0 . 6 
4 8 1 . 2 
3 1 9 . 7 
2 5 0 . 7 
5 2 . 4 
4 4 . 2 
6 2 . 6 
2 9 8 . 8 
1 9 9 . 4 
2 7 6 1 . 2 
1 2 5 4 . 9 
1 6 1 9 . 9 
1 2 5 4 . 3 
1 7 8 1 . 4 
7 4 7 . 9 
8 . 7 
1 2 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
3 . 4 
2 . 2 
1 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 4 
2 . 1 
1 . 4 
1 9 . 3 
8 . 8 
1 1 . 3 
8 . 8 
1 2 . 5 
5 . 2 
1 2 4 0 . 7 
1 7 5 0 . 8 
5 7 . 2 
6 3 . 9 
5 0 . 6 
2 1 0 5 . 0 
3 1 9 . 7 
2 5 0 . 7 
5 2 . 4 
4 4 . 2 
1 0 4 6 . 1 
2 9 8 . 8 
1 9 9 . 4 
7 4 8 1 . 3 
2 5 6 7 . 2 
1 6 1 9 . 9 
1 2 5 4 . 3 
1 7 8 1 . 4 
1 6 3 0 7 . 9 
3 . 2 
4 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
5 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
2 . 7 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
1 9 . 4 
6 . 7 
4 . 2 
3 . 3 
4 . 6 
4 2 . 4 
TOTAL 2 4 1 9 9 . 8 1 4 2 9 1 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 3 8 4 9 1 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
O t h e r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
O t h e r M i n i n g 
Food Mfg . 
W o o d , P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
M e t a l P r o d M f g . 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
O t h e r M f g . 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
T r a d e 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c A d m i n . 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
Q r i 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 7 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 . 6 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
2 9 5 . 1 
4 0 . 4 
O.Q 
'§.&• 
0 . 0 
1 0 1 4 . 7 
1 4 8 3 . 7 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
6 2 . 4 
9 3 . 2 
1 . 5 
1 . 4 
1 . 3 
2 3 . 1 
1 4 . 5 
1 1 . 1 
1 . 6 
1 . 7 
3 . 5 
7 . 5 
5 . 9 
1 7 2 . 6 
3 8 . 6 
8 1 . 5 
3 5 . 9 
7 0 . 4 
4 8 . 8 
6 7 6 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
9 . 2 
1 3 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
3 . 4 
2 . 1 
1 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
1 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 5 . 5 
5 . 7 
1 2 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 0 . 4 
7 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
6 2 . 4 
9 3 . 2 
1 . 5 
1 . 4 
1 . 3 
1 0 0 . 9 
1 4 . 5 
1 1 . 1 
1 . 6 
1 . 7 
5 9 . 1 
7 . 5 
5 . 9 
4 6 7 . 8 
7 9 . 1 
8 1 . 5 
3 5 . 9 
7 0 . 4 
1 0 6 3 . 5 
2 1 6 0 . 2 
(%) 
2 . 9 
4 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
4 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
2 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
2 1 . 7 
3 . 7 
3 . 8 
1 . 7 
3 . 3 
4 9 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-ll Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
MACKAY REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 1 9 8 6 . 8 
1 7 3 1 0 3 . 7 
7 0 7 7 1 . 2 
2 4 3 8 7 4 . 9 
i e r 1 . 4 1 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 3 6 0 1 . 2 
1 9 7 3 9 . 3 
6 3 3 4 0 . 6 
1 . 4 5 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 7 2 6 . 0 
1 0 7 1 . 3 
3 7 9 7 . 3 
1 . 3 9 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr i c . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 6 5 6 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 2 6 4 5 . 3 
0 , 0 
0 .0 
2 1 1 6 4 . 3 
3 1 7 5 0 . 4 
0 . 0 
l l»S 
0 . 0 
7 3 8 8 7 . 2 
1 7 3 1 0 3 . 7 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 3 6 . 4 
1 1 5 5 0 . 5 
2 2 2 . 2 
13 . 5 
3 .4 
4 9 5 6 . 8 
6 5 1 . 8 
303 .6 
1 9 2 . 0 
9 9 . 4 
1 2 5 5 . 6 
2 8 0 3 . 0 
3 8 4 . 9 
1 1 8 2 9 . 5 
7773 .0 
1 4 9 8 7 . 4 
2 3 0 6 . 0 
5 5 5 4 . 1 
4 4 4 8 . 0 
7 0 7 7 1 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 0 
1 6 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
1 .8 
4 . 0 
0 . 5 
1 6 . 7 
1 1 . 0 
2 1 . 2 
3 . 3 
7 . 8 
6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 3 6 . 4 
1 1 5 5 0 . 5 
2 2 2 . 2 
13 . 5 
3 . 4 
2 8 6 1 3 . 3 
6 5 1 . 8 
3 0 3 . 6 
1 9 2 . 0 
9 9 . 4 
2 3 9 0 0 . 8 
2 8 0 3 . 0 
3 8 4 . 9 
3 2 9 9 3 . 8 
3 9 5 2 3 . 4 
1 4 9 8 7 . 4 
2 3 0 6 . 0 
5 5 5 4 . 1 
7 8 3 3 5 . 3 
2 4 3 8 7 4 . 9 
(%) 
0 . 6 
4 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
9 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
1 3 . 5 
1 6 . 2 
6 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 . 3 
3 2 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'0Q0) 
FLOW-
{$'000) 
ON 
(%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 1 5 2 . 2 
0 . 0 
&'»0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 0 3 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 8 9 0 . 0 
6 3 6 3 . 5 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
21592 .2 
2 9 9 . 1 
1 7 9 0 . 6 
2 6 . 1 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
6 6 0 . 5 
2 3 2 . 2 
114 . 3 
7 7 . 7 
1 5 . 9 
2 5 5 . 2 
5 9 1 . 9 
1 2 7 . 7 
4 4 1 0 . 0 
1 5 5 7 . 9 
3 7 9 4 . 1 
1 4 0 0 . 4 
3 0 8 3 . 3 
1 2 9 9 . 9 
1 .5 
9 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 .3 
3 . 0 
0 . 6 
2 2 . 3 
7 . 9 
1 9 . 2 
7 . 1 
1 5 . 6 
6 . 6 
2 9 9 . 1 
1 7 9 0 . 6 
2 6 . 1 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
3 8 1 2 . 7 
2 3 2 . 2 
1 1 4 . 3 
7 7 . 7 
1 5 . 9 
4 8 5 8 . 5 
5 9 1 . 9 
1 2 7 . 7 
1 2 3 0 0 . 1 
7 9 2 1 . 4 
3 7 9 4 . 1 
1 4 0 0 . 4 
3 0 8 3 . 3 
2 2 8 9 2 . 1 
0 . 5 
2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
7 . 7 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
1 9 . 4 
1 2 . 5 
6 . 0 
2 . 2 
4 . 9 
3 6 . 1 
TOTAL 43601.2 19739.3 100.0 63340.6 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 2 6 . 2 
O i l 
i»o^  
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 7 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 6 7 . 3 
2 3 5 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 , f 
0 . 0 
1 6 5 9 . 0 
2 7 2 6 . 0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
1 6 . 9 
1 1 8 . 0 
1 .4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 4 
9 . 2 
4 . 7 
2 . 4 
0 . 7 
7 . 6 
1 7 . 8 
4 .0 
3 1 7 . 1 
5 7 . 7 
1 7 1 . 9 
6 1 . 9 
153 . 5 
9 9 . 9 
1 0 7 1 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
1.6 
1 1 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 7 
1 .7 
0 . 4 
2 9 . 6 
5 . 4 
1 6 . 0 
5 . 8 
1 4 . 3 
9 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
1 6 . 9 
1 1 8 . 0 
1.4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 2 . 7 
9 . 2 
4 . 7 
2 . 4 
0 . 7 
1 4 5 . 3 
1 7 . 8 
4 . 0 
8 8 4 . 5 
2 9 3 . 5 
1 7 1 . 9 
6 1 . 9 
1 5 3 . 5 
1 7 5 8 . 9 
3 7 9 7 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 4 
3 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
2 3 . 3 
7 . 7 
4 . 5 
1 .6 
4 . 0 
4 6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-12 Northern Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
NORTHERN REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 7 1 5 5 6 . 0 
1 1 8 1 0 8 . 1 
7 2 1 3 0 . 2 
1 9 0 2 3 8 . 3 
1 . 6 1 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 7 0 1 8 . 8 
2 2 0 8 0 . 5 
5 9 0 9 9 . 3 
1 . 6 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 8 4 2 . 3 
1 0 3 2 . 4 
2 8 7 4 . 7 
1 .56 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT FLOW-ON TOTAL 
($'Q00) {$'000) {%) ($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Pape r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
Q.O 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 8 1 3 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 2 1 5 . 6 
0 . 0 
s.o 
1 7 3 8 8 . 0 
1 1 5 3 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
o:,i 
0 . 0 
5 4 1 5 8 . 6 
2 3 1 8 . 7 
7 6 7 1 . 6 
1 9 4 . 3 
1 8 2 . 8 
1 1 7 . 2 
3 6 9 8 . 3 
1 2 1 3 . 7 
1 5 2 7 . 3 
1 0 1 4 . 3 
3 1 6 . 9 
8 2 8 . 5 
5 0 8 2 . 7 
2 0 9 6 . 8 
1 4 1 3 1 . 4 
6 2 1 0 . 8 
1 4 0 5 5 . 2 
2 7 6 1 . 4 
4 1 9 0 . 2 
4 5 1 8 . 2 
3 . 2 
1 0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
5 . 1 
1 .7 
2 . 1 
1 .4 
0 . 4 
1 . 1 
7 . 0 
2 . 9 
1 9 . 6 
8 . 6 
1 9 . 5 
3 . 8 
5 . 8 
6 . 3 
2 3 1 8 . 7 
7 6 7 1 . 6 
1 9 4 . 3 
1 8 2 . 8 
1 1 7 . 2 
2 0 5 1 1 . 5 
1213 . 7 
1 5 2 7 . 3 
1014 . 3 
3 1 6 . 9 
1 9 0 4 4 . 1 
5 0 8 2 . 7 
2 0 9 6 . 8 
3 1 5 1 9 . 3 
17743 . 5 
1 4 0 5 5 . 2 
2 7 6 1 . 4 
4 1 9 0 . 2 
5 8 6 7 6 . 8 
1.2 
4 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
1 0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 . 1 
1 6 . 6 
9 . 3 
7 . 4 
1 .5 
2 . 2 
3 0 . 8 
™TAL 1 1 8 1 0 8 . 1 7 2 1 3 0 . 2 1 0 0 . 0 1 9 0 2 3 8 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
Q.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 9 7 4 . 1 
Q.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 8 8 9 . 3 
t «.a 
0 . 0 
6 7 9 5 . 9 
5423 .8 
0 . 0 
0-0 
0 . 0 
1 9 9 3 5 . 6 
3 7 0 1 8 . 8 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 5 6 . 9 
1333 .2 
3 8 . 2 
4 4 . 3 
5 . 9 
4 3 4 . 2 
3 7 3 . 8 
3 9 2 . 3 
6 2 . 3 
6 8 . 3 
1 3 1 . 4 
9 8 8 . 8 
6 8 9 . 7 
5 5 2 3 . 1 
2 9 2 0 . 9 
3 2 8 1 . 0 
1 2 8 4 . 7 
2 1 8 8 . 1 
1 6 6 3 . 1 
2 2 0 8 0 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
3 .0 
6 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
1 .8 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
4 . 5 
3 . 1 
2 5 . 0 
13 .2 
1 4 . 9 
5 . 8 
9 . 9 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' Q 0 0 ) 
6 5 6 . 9 
1333 .2 
3 8 . 2 
44 . 3 
5 . 9 
2 4 0 8 . 4 
373 . 8 
3 9 2 . 3 
6 2 . 3 
6 8 . 3 
3 0 2 0 . 7 
9 8 8 . 8 
6 8 9 . 7 
1 2 3 1 9 . 0 
8 3 4 4 . 8 
3 2 8 1 . 0 
1284 .7 
2 1 8 8 . 1 
2 1 5 9 8 . 8 
5 9 0 9 9 . 3 
(%) 
1 .1 
2 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 1 
0 . 6 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 1 
1 .7 
1.2 
2 0 . 8 
1 4 . 1 
5 . 6 
2 .2 
3 . 7 
3 6 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonraetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 8 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
Q . Q 
1 5 5 . 5 
O.Q 
S.O 
4 2 8 . 4 
1 8 2 . 9 
0 . 0 
%^& 
0 . 0 
9 8 6 . 9 
1 8 4 2 . 3 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
3 8 . 7 
7 5 . 0 
1 .7 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
1 9 . 5 
1 6 . 7 
1 7 . 3 
1 .7 
2 . 9 
7 . 1 
3 4 . 7 
2 4 . 5 
3 4 8 . 2 
9 8 . 5 
1 3 1 . 5 
4 6 . 2 
8 4 . 6 
8 2 . 3 
1 0 3 2 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
3 . 7 
7 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .6 
1 .7 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 7 
3 .4 
2 . 4 
3 3 . 7 
9 . 5 
1 2 . 7 
4 . 5 
8 . 2 
8 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
3 8 . 7 
7 5 . 0 
1 .7 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
1 0 8 . 0 
1 6 . 7 
1 7 . 3 
1 .7 
2 . 9 
1 6 2 . 6 
3 4 . 7 
2 4 . 5 
7 7 6 . 6 
2 8 1 . 4 
1 3 1 . 5 
4 6 . 2 
84 .6 
1 0 6 9 . 2 
2874 .7 
(%) 
1.3 
2 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 7 
1.2 
0 . 9 
2 7 . 0 
9 . 8 
4 . 6 
1 .6 
2 . 9 
3 7 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
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A-13 Far North Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l . 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 2 3 5 5 9 . 5 
2 8 7 1 7 6 . 3 
1 3 7 0 5 4 . 1 
4 2 4 2 3 0 . 4 
i e r 1 . 4 8 
INCOME 
( $ ' Q Q O ) 
8 4 7 2 7 . 8 
4 2 5 9 6 . 9 
1 2 7 3 2 4 . 7 
1 . 5 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4702 . 5 
2 0 9 6 . 0 
6 7 9 8 . 5 
1 . 4 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{$'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'QQO) {%) 
TOTAL 
;$'0Q0) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 - 0 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
34603 . 5 
0 . 0 
O.O 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 7 6 1 . 3 
i , t 
0 . 0 
3 1 1 9 5 . 6 
58724 . 7 
O.Q 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 4 8 9 1 . 1 
6273 . 8 
2 1 0 9 6 . 0 
6 7 1 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 5 1 . 4 
7498 . 5 
3 0 3 3 . 8 
2 4 9 8 . 9 
8 8 8 . 2 
5 3 7 . 2 
1 7 2 6 . 5 
9 4 2 0 . 8 
3 3 5 4 . 7 
2 5 5 6 6 . 3 
9 6 5 8 . 5 
1 8 9 1 4 . 3 
5 6 7 9 . 3 
9 9 8 7 . 0 
9 9 9 7 . 8 
4 
15 
0 
0 
0 
5 
2 
1 
0 
0. 
1, 
6, 
2 , 
1 8 , 
7 , 
13 , 
4 , 
7 , 
7 , 
.6 
.4 
.5 
.0 
.2 
.5 
.2 
.8 
.6 
.4 
.3 
.9 
.4 
.7 
.0 
.8 
. 1 
.3 
.3 
6 2 7 3 . 8 
2 1 0 9 6 . 0 
6 7 1 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 5 1 . 4 
4 2 1 0 2 . 0 
3 0 3 3 . 8 
2498 .9 
8 8 8 . 2 
5 3 7 . 2 
2 9 4 8 7 . 8 
9 4 2 0 . 8 
3 3 5 4 . 7 
5 6 7 6 1 . 9 
6 8 3 8 3 . 1 
1 8 9 1 4 . 3 
5 6 7 9 . 3 
9 9 8 7 . 0 
1 4 4 8 8 8 . 9 
1 .5 
5 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
9 . 9 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
7 . 0 
2 . 2 
0 . 8 
1 3 . 4 
1 6 . 1 
4 . 5 
1 .3 
2 . 4 
3 4 . 2 
TOTAL 287176.3 137054.1 100.0 424230.4 100.0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact of Tounsm Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' O Q Q ) 
0 . 0 
6..0 
i . Q 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 2 0 7 . 9 
0 . 0 
O.Q 
i . 0 
i.O 
6593 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 6 8 0 . 6 
2 3 2 8 4 . 8 
0 . 0 
8.0 
0 . 0 
3 8 9 6 1 . 1 
8 4 7 2 7 . 8 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 4 7 . 8 
3 3 0 3 . 2 
1 8 2 . 7 
0 . 0 
4 1 . 2 
9 1 1 . 8 
8 6 7 . 0 
753 . 9 
2 4 2 . 1 
63 . 1 
4 1 0 . 1 
1 7 9 6 . 1 
9 6 4 . 5 
9 5 7 2 . 8 
3 8 2 9 . 7 
4 1 0 7 . 9 
3 4 5 5 . 0 
7 2 6 0 . 3 
2 8 8 7 . 7 
4 2 5 9 6 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
4 . 6 
7 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 1 
2 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
1 .0 
4 . 2 
2 . 3 
2 2 . 5 
9 . 0 
9 . 6 
8 . 1 
1 7 . 0 
6 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 4 7 . 8 
3 3 0 3 . 2 
1 8 2 . 7 
0 . 0 
4 1 . 2 
5 1 1 9 . 7 
8 6 7 . 0 
7 5 3 . 9 
2 4 2 . 1 
6 3 . 1 
7 0 0 3 . 5 
1 7 9 6 . 1 
9 6 4 . 5 
2 1 2 5 3 . 4 
2 7 1 1 4 . 4 
4 1 0 7 . 9 
3 4 5 5 . 0 
7 2 6 0 . 3 
4 1 8 4 8 . 8 
127324 . 7 
{%) 
1 .5 
2 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
5 . 5 
1.4 
0 . 8 
1 6 . 7 
2 1 . 3 
3 . 2 
2 . 7 
5 . 7 
3 2 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) {%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonme ta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 8 . 8 
0 . 0 
0.,6 
t.o 
0 . 0 
4 2 1 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 3 1 . 4 
9 0 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
i . 0 
0 . 0 
2 4 5 3 . 5 
1 1 4 . 0 
1 8 9 . 3 
8 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 . 1 
4 0 . 9 
4 7 . 5 
33 .8 
1 2 . 0 
2 . 6 
2 6 . 2 
5 8 . 4 
3 6 . 9 
5 9 9 . 4 
1 4 9 . 3 
1 6 4 . 6 
1 4 2 . 9 
2 8 6 . 9 
1 8 1 . 8 
5 . 4 
9 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 0 
2 . 3 
1 .6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
1 .2 
2 . 8 
1 .8 
2 8 . 6 
7 . 1 
7 . 9 
6 . 8 
13 . 7 
8 . 7 
1 1 4 . 0 
1 8 9 . 3 
8 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 . 1 
2 2 9 . 7 
4 7 . 5 
33 .8 
1 2 . 0 
2 . 6 
4 4 7 . 2 
5 8 . 4 
3 6 . 9 
1 3 3 0 . 9 
1 0 5 7 . 1 
164 .6 
1 4 2 . 9 
2 8 6 . 9 
2 6 3 5 . 3 
1 .7 
2 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 5 
1 9 . 6 
1 5 . 5 
2 . 4 
2 . 1 
4 . 2 
3 8 . 8 
TOTAL 4 7 0 2 . 5 2 0 9 6 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 6 7 9 8 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
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A-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 4 9 6 0 . 0 
4 1 1 1 3 . 0 
2 0 8 0 7 . 4 
6 1 9 2 0 . 3 
1 . 5 1 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 1 1 3 8 . 7 
5 7 7 1 . 2 
1 6 9 0 9 . 9 
1 . 5 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
6 7 9 . 3 
2 8 6 . 1 
9 6 5 . 5 
1 .42 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{$'000) 
FLOW-ON 
{$'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 8 8 6 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 3 7 2 . 6 
s.*.o 
0 . 0 
5 9 7 5 . 9 
7 6 2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0,.,i-
0 . 0 
2 2 1 1 5 . 3 
2 8 9 9 . 4 
4 3 4 6 . 3 
103 . 8 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 8 
5 3 8 . 0 
2 2 8 . 9 
7 5 . 8 
9 6 . 5 
2 1 . 3 
4 3 . 8 
1 2 3 5 . 1 
3 8 4 . 9 
2 8 8 3 . 5 
2 8 1 0 . 5 
1 7 8 0 . 6 
9 3 1 . 7 
1 1 5 7 . 3 
1 2 4 3 . 0 
13 . 9 
2 0 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 6 
1 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
5 . 9 
1 .8 
1 3 . 9 
1 3 . 5 
8 . 6 
4 . 5 
5 . 6 
6 . 0 
2 8 9 9 . 4 
4 3 4 6 . 3 
103 . 8 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 8 
6424 .6 
2 2 8 . 9 
7 5 . 8 
9 6 . 5 
2 1 . 3 
6 4 1 6 . 4 
1 2 3 5 . 1 
3 8 4 . 9 
8 8 5 9 . 4 
3 5 7 3 . 1 
1 7 8 0 . 6 
9 3 1 . 7 
1 1 5 7 . 3 
2 3 3 5 8 . 4 
4 .7 
7 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 4 
2 . 0 
0 . 6 
1 4 . 3 
5 . 8 
2 . 9 
1 .5 
1 .9 
3 7 . 7 
TOTAL 41113.0 20807.4 100.0 61920.3 100.0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact of Tounsm Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
;$'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 2 2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 2 1 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 5 1 . 0 
2 9 3 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 2 5 0 . 5 
4 6 6 . 1 
6 5 6 . 2 
2 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 7 
75 .2 
46 .2 
1 6 . 0 
.8 .9 
3 .1 
2 . 9 
2 3 0 . 4 
1 1 7 . 8 
1 1 3 4 . 4 
1 0 7 9 . 9 
4 6 5 . 9 
4 1 3 . 9 
6 1 1 . 6 
4 0 7 . 5 
8 . 1 
1 1 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
4 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 9 . 7 
1 8 . 7 
8 . 1 
7 . 2 
1 0 . 6 
7 . 1 
4 6 6 . 1 
6 5 6 . 2 
2 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 7 
8 9 7 . 8 
4 6 . 2 
1 6 . 0 
% • » 
3 . 9 
424 . 5 
2 3 0 . 4 
1 1 7 . 8 
3 4 8 5 . 4 
1 3 7 2 . 8 
4 6 5 . 9 
4 1 3 . 9 
6 1 1 . 6 
7 6 5 8 . 0 
2 . 8 
3 . 9 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
5 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
1.4 
0 . 7 
2 0 . 6 
8 . 1 
2 . 8 
2 . 4 
3 . 6 
4 5 . 3 
TOTAL 11138.7 5771.2 100.0 16909.9 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
FLOW-ON 
(Jobs) (%) (Jobs) 
TOTAL 
(%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 8 . 2 
1 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 5 . 7 
2 6 . 5 
3 5 . 8 
1 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
3 . 2 
1 .9 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
7 . 9 
4.3 
7 1 . 5 
4 2 . 1 
1 9 . 8 
1 6 . 7 
2 7 . 9 
2 6 . 2 
9 . 3 
1 2 . 5 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 .5 
2 5 . 0 
1 4 . 7 
6 . 9 
5 . 9 
9 . 7 
9 . 1 
2 6 . 5 
3 5 . 8 
l . ,0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
3 8 . 5 
1 .9 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
1 9 . 0 
7 . 9 
4.S 
2 1 9 . 6 
5 3 . 5 
1 9 . 8 
1 6 . 7 
2 7 . 9 
4 9 1 . 8 
2 .7 
3 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 0 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
2 2 . 8 
5 . 5 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
2 . 9 
5 0 . 9 
TOTAL 679.3 286.1 100.0 965.5 100.0 
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A-I5 Total Queensland, Output, Income, and Employment Multipliers for Tourists Staying In Commercial 
Accommodation ' 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
2705377.5 
2137025.0 
1686428.0 
3823453.0 
550717.7 
451758 .4 
1002476.1 
32598.9 
21921.7 
54520.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.79 1 . 8 2 1 . 6 7 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
; $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
f . l j : 
0. a 
.ft. 6 
0 . 0 
3 3 2 1 3 0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 4 2 7 5 4 . 6 
i - . i . 
0 . 0 
3 3 4 3 5 0 . 6 
2 3 2 0 5 5 . 4 
0 . 0 
O.O 
0 . 0 
8 9 5 7 3 3 . 8 
61193 
80367 
5949 
12653 
2510 
159811 
55032 
36980 
29306 
19517, 
95754, 
75496, 
22819, 
247647, 
140472, 
388273, 
34380, 
108844, 
109416, 
.0 
.2 
.7 
.5 
.8 
.1 
.9 
.4 
.6 
.8 
.2 
.0 
.8 
.3 
.6 
.2 
.9 
.8 
.1 
3 
4 
0 
0 
0 
9 
3 
2 
1 
1 
5 
4 , 
1 
14, 
8 
23, 
2 , 
6, 
6, 
.6 
.8 
.4 
.8 
.1 
.5 
.3 
.2 
.7 
.2 
.7 
.5 
.4 
.7 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.5 
61193 
80367 
5949 
12653 
2510 
491941, 
55032 
36980 
29306 
19517 
438508 
75496 
22819 
581997 
372528 
388273 
34380 
108844 
005149 
.0 
.2 
.7 
.5 
.8 
.8 
.9 
.4 
.6 
.8 
.8 
.0 
.8 
.9 
.1 
.2 
.9 
.8 
.9 
1, 
2, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
12, 
1, 
1, 
0, 
0 
11 
2 
0 
15 
9 
10 
0 
2 
26 
.6 
.1 
.2 
.3 
.1 
.9 
.4 
.0 
.8 
.5 
.5 
.0 
.6 
.2 
.7 
.2 
.9 
.8 
.3 
TOTAL 2 1 3 7 0 2 5 . 0 1 6 8 6 4 2 8 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 3 8 2 3 4 5 3 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
The Input-Output Tables developed by West, et al, 1991 were used to measure the impact ofTourism Expenditure. 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas ,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 6 9 3 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 1 6 5 0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 1 2 9 6 . 5 
8 8 9 5 6 . 8 
Q.Q 
Q.O 
0 . 0 
2 6 1 8 8 2 . 3 
5 5 0 7 1 7 . 7 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 3 0 9 2 . 1 
1 6 1 7 1 . 0 
1 6 0 1 . 4 
1 4 4 1 . 1 
553 .3 
1 7 7 7 0 .3 
1 2 8 7 3 . 4 
7 9 8 5 . 2 
3 7 4 0 . 7 
2 8 9 9 . 0 
8 8 4 2 . 1 
1 3 3 0 1 . 0 
7 5 0 7 . 7 
9 7 2 4 8 . 9 
5 3 8 4 9 . 2 
7 9 8 1 6 . 7 
17374 .4 
6 3 7 0 1 . 1 
3 1 9 8 9 . 6 
4 5 1 7 5 8 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 9 
3 .6 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
3 . 9 
2 . 8 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
2 . 0 
2 . 9 
1 .7 
2 1 . 5 
1 1 . 9 
1 7 . 7 
3 . 8 
1 4 . 1 
7 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 3 0 9 2 . 1 
1 6 1 7 1 . 0 
1 6 0 1 . 4 
1 4 4 1 . 1 
5 5 3 . 3 
5 4 7 0 1 . 7 
12873 .4 
7985 .2 
3 7 4 0 . 7 
2 8 9 9 . 0 
4 0 4 9 2 . 6 
1 3 3 0 1 . 0 
7 5 0 7 . 7 
2 2 8 5 4 5 . 5 
1 4 2 8 0 6 . 1 
7 9 8 1 6 . 7 
1 7 3 7 4 . 4 
6 3 7 0 1 . 1 
2 9 3 8 7 1 . 9 
1 0 0 2 4 7 6 . 1 
(%) 
1.3 
1.6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
4 . 0 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 2 . 8 
14 .2 
8 . 0 
1 .7 
6 . 4 
2 9 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0*0 
U «;© 
0^8 
fi.(5 
0 .0 
1 5 7 3 . 6 
0 ..§ 
n,M. 
1 ..-0 
0 . 0 
1 2 9 2 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 8 2 6 . 9 
3 1 1 6 . 8 
0 . 0 
i . l 
0 . 0 
1 7 7 8 8 . 6 
7 3 6 . 4 
9 0 1 . 1 
6 0 . 8 
3 2 . 2 
14 .3 
7 5 7 . 2 
5 8 3 . 8 
3 2 1 . 5 
1 2 8 . 2 
1 1 0 . 8 
3 6 1 . 2 
3 6 5 . 9 
2 5 0 . 4 
6 5 3 7 . 9 
1 8 8 6 . 7 
3 1 0 2 . 2 
6 6 5 . 4 
2 9 3 2 . 7 
2 1 7 2 . 9 
3 .4 
4 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 . 5 
2 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .7 
1 . 1 
2 9 . 8 
8 . 6 
1 4 . 2 
3 . 0 
1 3 . 4 
9 . 9 
7 3 6 . 4 
9 0 1 . 1 
6 0 . 8 
3 2 . 2 
1 4 . 3 
2 3 3 0 . 8 
5 8 3 . 8 
3 2 1 . 5 
1 2 8 . 2 
1 1 0 . 8 
1 6 5 4 . 2 
3 6 5 . 9 
2 5 0 . 4 
1 5 3 6 4 . 9 
5 0 0 3 . 5 
3 1 0 2 . 2 
6 6 5 . 4 
2 9 3 2 . 7 
1 9 9 6 1 . 6 
1.4 
1 .7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 3 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
3 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
2 8 . 2 
9 . 2 
5 . 7 
1 .2 
5 . 4 
3 6 . 6 
TOTAL 3 2 5 9 8 . 9 2 1 9 2 1 . 7 1 0 0 . 0 5 4 5 2 0 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives - Gold Coast, Brisbane, Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
139543 .3 
102022 .8 
104692.8 
206715.6 
ier 2.03 
INCOME 
($'000) 
25238.8 
27729.8 
52968.6 
2.10 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1509.7 
1330.9 
2840.6 
1.88 
BRISBANE REGION 
VISITING FIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
333394.3 
240530.4 
261172.6 
501703.0 
ier 2.09 
INCOME 
($'000) 
58880.0 
68300.5 
127180 .4 
2.16 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
3411.3 
3268.9 
6680.2 
1.96 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
VISITIG FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($•000) 
69430.4 
52339.9 
54611.8 
106951.7 
ier 2.04 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
12766 .8 
14268.1 
27034.9 
2.12 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
802.8 
685.1 
1487.9 
1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
VISTING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
43443 .9 
32984.2 
33941.8 
66926.0 
7940.4 
8852.7 
16793 .1 
511.0 
425.3 
936.2 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2.11 1.83 
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Table B-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives - Darling Downs, Wide Bay Burnett, Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DALING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
54505.4 
36677.5 
22648.9 
59326.4 
1.62 
INCOME 
($'000) 
9321.4 
6515.6 
15837.0 
1.70 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
544 .9 
305.6 
850.4 
1.56 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
VISIING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
OUPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
88000, 
60979. 
47399. 
108379, 
.1 
.7 
.7 
.4 
23362 
16818 
40180 
.6 
.3 
.9 
1571, 
938, 
2510, 
.6 
.4 
.0 
Impact Multiplier 1.78 1.72 1.60 
FITZROY REGION 
VISITING FIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL MPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
59549.0 
42180.0 
24167.6 
66347.6 
1.57 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
10229.7 
6039.8 
16269.4 
1.59 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
627.0 
285.9 
912.9 
1.46 
MACKAY REGION 
VISITIG FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUPUT 
($'000) 
47490.1 
32621.2 
13354.4 
45975.6 
1.41 
INCOME 
($'000) 
8213 .2 
3722.5 
11935.6 
1.4 5 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
513 .5 
202.1 
715 .6 
1.39 
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Table B-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Tourists Visiting Friends and 
Relatives - Northern, Far North Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
66747.7 
45963.6 
28070.0 
74033.6 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
14408.1 
8593 .0 
23001.1 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
717.2 
401.8 
1118.9 
1.56 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
103160.6 
69949.0 
33380.2 
103329.2 
ier 1.48 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
20640.8 
10375.3 
31016.1 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1145.4 
510.5 
1655.9 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
01 
($' 
JTPUT 
'000) 
INCOME 
($' '000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
33771.8 
21731.4 
9221.0 
30952.4 
6720.2 
2756.7 
9476.8 
366.0 
136.6 
502.6 
Impact Multiplier 1.42 1.41 1.37 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISIING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
1025392.9 
809999.2 
639207.9 
1 4 4 9 2 0 7 . 1 
2 0 8 7 5 0 . 3 
1 7 1 2 3 2 . 9 
3 7 9 9 8 3 .2 
1 2 3 5 5 . 3 
8 3 0 9 . 1 
2 0 6 6 4 . 5 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 1 . 7 9 1 . 8 2 1 . 6 7 
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Table B-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 
GOLD COAST REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 3 9 5 4 3 .3 
1 0 2 0 2 2 . 8 
1 0 4 6 9 2 . 8 
2 0 6 7 1 5 . 6 
i e r 2 . 0 3 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 2 3 8 . 8 
2 7 7 2 9 . 8 
5 2 9 6 8 . 6 
2 . 1 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 5 0 9 . 7 
1 3 3 0 . 9 
2 8 4 0 . 6 
1 . 8 8 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
{$'000) {%) 
TOTAL 
{$'000) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
O.o; 
e.tt 
&.Q: 
fr.i 
0 . 0 
1 3 5 3 1 . 4 
0 , 0 
Q.O: 
B..t 
0 . 0 
23493 .3 
a..& 
o.o 
2 0 1 9 0 . 5 
1 0 1 6 8 . 1 
0 . 0 
o.ft-
0 . 0 
3 4 6 3 9 . 5 
8 0 8 . 0 
1 3 6 6 . 4 
2 6 5 . 0 
5 1 0 . 5 
6 0 . 9 
1 1 4 6 6 . 3 
4 2 8 5 . 7 
2 2 9 3 . 1 
2 2 3 1 . 2 
1 5 9 7 . 5 
8 0 6 9 . 8 
4 4 7 3 . 8 
1 3 3 0 . 5 
1 4 8 7 9 . 7 
8 6 6 5 . 1 
2 7 3 9 3 . 2 
1 2 2 0 . 0 
6 5 5 1 . 3 
7224 . 8 
0 . 8 
1 .3 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 0 
4 . 1 
2 . 2 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
7 . 7 
4 . 3 
1 .3 
1 4 . 2 
8 . 3 
2 6 . 2 
1 .2 
6 . 3 
6 . 9 
8 0 8 . 0 
1 3 6 6 . 4 
2 6 5 . 0 
5 1 0 . 5 
6 0 . 9 
2 4 9 9 7 . 7 
4 2 8 5 . 7 
2 2 9 3 . 1 
2 2 3 1 . 2 
1 5 9 7 . 5 
3 1 5 6 3 . 1 
4 4 7 3 . 8 
1 3 3 0 . 5 
3 5 0 7 0 . 2 
1 8 8 3 3 . 3 
2 7 3 9 3 .2 
1 2 2 0 . 0 
6 5 5 1 . 3 
4 1 8 6 4 .3 
0 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 .1 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 5 . 3 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
1 7 . 0 
9 . 1 
1 3 . 3 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 0 . 3 
TOTAL 102022.8 104692.8 100.0 206715.6 100.0 
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GOLD COAST REGION 
V I S I T I N G FRIENDS AND R E L A T I V E S V I S I T O R S 
V I S I T O R EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fo res t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Mach ine ry ,Equ ip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
13,0 
0 . 0 
1 4 0 4 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 3 6 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 9 8 7 . 6 
4 2 2 1 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 5 8 9 . 6 
2 5 2 3 8 . 8 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 6 3 . 2 
2 6 0 . 2 
6 1 . 3 
1 0 8 . 2 
2 4 . 3 
1 1 8 9 . 8 
9 6 2 . 0 
454 .4 
4 2 7 . 6 
2 2 5 . 9 
6 9 9 . 3 
1 1 1 0 . 1 
4 4 2 . 2 
5 8 8 6 . 5 
3 5 9 7 . 6 
5 4 9 4 . 5 
7 0 4 . 5 
3 9 1 7 . 9 
2 0 0 0 . 1 
2 7 7 2 9 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .5 
0 . 8 
2 . 5 
4 . 0 
1 .6 
2 1 . 2 
13 . 0 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
7 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 6 3 . 2 
2 6 0 . 2 
6 1 . 3 
1 0 8 . 2 
2 4 . 3 
2 5 9 3 . 9 
9 6 2 . 0 
454 .4 
4 2 7 . 6 
2 2 5 . 9 
2 7 3 5 . 3 
1 1 1 0 . 1 
442 .2 
13874 . 1 
7 8 1 9 . 2 
5 4 9 4 . 5 
704 .5 
3 9 1 7 . 9 
1 1 5 8 9 . 7 
5 2 9 6 8 . 6 
(%) 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 9 
1 .8 
0 . 9 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
5 . 2 
2 . 1 
0 . 8 
2 6 . 2 
1 4 . 8 
1 0 . 4 
1.3 
7 . 4 
2 1 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetall ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect , Gas, Wa te r 
Cons t ruc t ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
0.0 
ff.S 
P,Cr 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 9 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 - 0 
&-. 8 
0.0 
8 0 . 2 
0 .0 
0 .0 
5 5 1 . 1 
148 . 7 
0 - 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 7 0 . 6 
1 5 0 9 . 7 
8 
12 
1 
3 
0 
50 
4 2 , 
1 7 , 
1 6 , 
8, 
2 7 , 
2 9 , 
1 4 , 
4 0 6 , 
1 2 6 . 
2 0 8 . 
2 7 . 
1 8 6 . 
1 3 9 . 
.6 
.8 
.8 
.4 
.8 
.0 
.8 
.8 
.7 
.5 
.6 
.4 
.9 
. 1 
.7 
.8 
,5 
,7 
,9 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
3 
3 
1 
1, 
0, 
2 , 
2 , 
1, 
3 0 , 
9, 
1 5 , 
2 , 
1 4 . 
1 0 . 
.6 
.0 
. 1 
. 3 
. 1 
.8 
.2 
.3 
.3 
.6 
. 1 
.2 
. 1 
.5 
.5 
.7 
. 1 
.0 
.5 
8 . 6 
1 2 . 8 
1 .8 
a-, 4 
0.8 
1 0 9 . 0 
4 2 . 8 
1 7 . 8 
1 6 . 7 
1 3 3 0 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 
107 
29 
14 
957 
275 
2 0 8 . 8 
2 7 . 5 
1 8 6 . 7 
8 1 0 . 5 
2 8 4 0 . 6 
0.3 
0.0 
3.8 
1. 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
3 , 
1, 
0 . 
3 3 , 
9 . 
7 . 
1 .0 
6 . 6 
2 8 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 
BRISBANE REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDTURE ANALYSIS 
OUTPUT INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) ($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 333394.3 
Net Level 240530.4 58880.0 3411.3 
Flow-on 261172.6 68300.5 3268.9 
Total 501703.0 127180.4 6680.2 
Impact Multiplier 2.09 2.16 1.96 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 2 2 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
5 1 1 0 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 0 4 3 8 . 8 
2 9 0 4 9 . 8 
0 . 0 
8. ft 
0 . 0 
6 3 7 2 0 . 5 
2 4 0 5 3 0 . 4 
FLOW-
($ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2492 .7 
3 9 1 9 . 3 
6 8 7 . 4 
1 2 2 2 . 4 
144 . 1 
3 0 9 0 1 . 5 
1 0 3 8 9 . 3 
5 5 8 9 . 2 
5 4 5 1 . 6 
3 9 7 2 . 7 
2 1 2 6 0 . 5 
1 0 8 9 4 . 3 
3 3 4 2 . 6 
3 6 2 1 3 .6 
2 1 5 3 9 . 5 
6 7 2 0 7 . 1 
3 0 1 4 . 8 
1 5 7 4 9 . 6 
1 7 1 8 0 . 4 
2 6 1 1 7 2 . 6 
-ON 
(%) 
1 .0 
1 .5 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 8 
4 . 0 
2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 .3 
1 3 . 9 
8 . 2 
2 5 . 7 
1 .2 
6 . 0 
6 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
I 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 4 9 2 . 7 
3 9 1 9 . 3 
6 8 7 . 4 
1 2 2 2 . 4 
144 . 1 
7 7 1 2 1 . 5 
1 0 3 8 9 . 3 
5 5 8 9 . 2 
5 4 5 1 . 6 
3 9 7 2 . 7 
7 2 3 6 1 . 8 
1 0 8 9 4 . 3 
3 3 4 2 . 6 
8 6 6 5 2 . 3 
5 0 5 8 9 . 3 
6 7 2 0 7 . 1 
3 0 1 4 . 8 
1 5 7 4 9 . 6 
8 0 9 0 0 . 9 
5 0 1 7 0 3 .0 
'OTAL 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 5 . 4 
2 . 1 
1 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
14 .4 
2 . 2 
0 . 7 
1 7 . 3 
1 0 . 1 
1 3 . 4 
0 . 6 
3 . 1 
1 6 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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BRISBANE REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACT ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Mach ine ry ,Equ ip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 7 9 6 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 4 2 8 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 9 9 5 4 . 0 
1 2 0 6 0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 6 4 0 . 4 
5 8 8 8 0 . 0 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
503 .6 
746 .4 
1 5 9 . 1 
2 5 9 . 0 
5 7 . 6 
3 2 0 6 . 6 
2 3 3 2 . 1 
1 1 0 7 . 6 
1 0 4 4 . 8 
5 6 1 . 7 
1 8 4 2 . 5 
2 7 0 3 . 3 
1 1 1 1 . 0 
1 4 3 2 6 . 4 
8 9 4 2 . 8 
1 3 4 8 0 . 3 
1 7 4 0 . 8 
9 4 1 8 . 7 
4 7 5 6 . 2 
6 8 3 0 0 . 5 
-ON 
{%) 
0 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 7 
3 .4 
1 .6 
1 .5 
0 . 8 
2 . 7 
4 .0 
1 .6 
2 1 . 0 
1 3 . 1 
1 9 . 7 
2 . 5 
13 . 8 
7 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 0 3 . 6 
7 4 6 . 4 
1 5 9 . 1 
2 5 9 . 0 
5 7 . 6 
8 0 0 2 . 7 
2 3 3 2 . 1 
1 1 0 7 . 6 
1044 . 8 
5 6 1 . 7 
6 2 7 1 . 0 
2703 . 3 
1 1 1 1 . 0 
3 4 2 8 0 . 5 
2 1 0 0 3 . 7 
1 3 4 8 0 . 3 
1 7 4 0 . 8 
9 4 1 8 . 7 
2 2 3 9 6 . 6 
1 2 7 1 8 0 . 4 
{%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 3 
1 .8 
0 . 9 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
4 . 9 
2 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 7 . 0 
1 6 . 5 
1 0 . 6 
1.4 
7 . 4 
1 7 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recrea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 1 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 4 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 7 6 . 7 
424 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 2 3 3 . 7 
3 4 1 1 . 3 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
2 6 . 6 
3 6 . 8 
4 . 6 
8 . 1 
1 .9 
1 3 4 . 8 
1 0 3 . 8 
4 3 . 4 
4 0 . 8 
2 1 . 2 
7 2 . 6 
7 1 . 6 
3 7 . 3 
9 8 8 . 4 
3 1 5 . 0 
5 1 2 . 4 
6 8 . 0 
4 4 8 . 8 
3 3 2 . 6 
3 2 6 8 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 1 
3 . 2 
1 .3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
1 . 1 
3 0 . 2 
9 . 6 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 1 
13 . 7 
1 0 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 6 . 6 
3 6 . 8 
4 . 6 
8 . 1 
1 .9 
3 3 6 . 3 
1 0 3 . 8 
43 .4 
4 0 . 8 
2 1 . 2 
2 4 7 . 1 
7 1 . 6 
3 7 . 3 
2 3 6 5 . 1 
7 3 9 . 9 
5 1 2 . 4 
6 8 . 0 
4 4 8 . 8 
1 5 6 6 . 3 
6 6 8 0 . 2 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 0 
1 .6 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
3 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
3 5 . 4 
1 1 . 1 
7 . 7 
1.0 
6 . 7 
2 3 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
SUNSfflNE COAST REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 9 4 3 0 . 4 
5 2 3 3 9 . 9 
5 4 6 1 1 . 8 
1 0 6 9 5 1 . 7 
i e r 2 . 0 4 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 7 6 6 . 8 
14268 . 1 
2 7 0 3 4 . 9 
2 . 1 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
8 0 2 . 8 
6 8 5 . 1 
1 4 8 7 . 9 
1 . 8 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) {%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 7 5 7 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0;.0 
0 . 0 
5923 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 3 8 1 . 4 
2 8 0 9 . 0 
0 . 0 
O'.O 
0 . 0 
2 5 4 6 8 . 7 
5 6 5 . 7 
8 7 5 . 1 
1 3 1 . 3 
2 3 4 . 8 
2 8 . 4 
6 7 4 4 . 9 
2 1 1 2 . 9 
1 0 7 4 . 1 
1 0 2 6 . 8 
7 2 6 . 9 
4 3 9 9 . 2 
2 3 0 4 . 1 
5 8 0 . 6 
7 5 1 8 . 0 
4 4 2 9 . 1 
1 4 0 6 4 . 4 
623 . 7 
3373 .3 
3 7 9 8 . 5 
1 .0 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 4 
3 . 9 
2 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .3 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 . 1 
13 .8 
8 . 1 
2 5 . 8 
1 . 1 
6 . 2 
7 . 0 
5 6 5 . 7 
875 . 1 
1 3 1 . 3 
2 3 4 . 8 
2 8 . 4 
17502 .6 
2 1 1 2 . 9 
1 0 7 4 . 1 
1 0 2 6 . 8 
7 2 6 . 9 
10322 .2 
2304 . 1 
5 8 0 . 6 
1 4 8 9 9 . 4 
7 2 3 8 . 1 
14064 .4 
6 2 3 . 7 
3 3 7 3 . 3 
2 9 2 6 7 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 4 
2 . 0 
1 .0 
1.0 
0 . 7 
9 . 7 
2 .2 
0 . 5 
1 3 . 9 
6 . 8 
1 3 . 2 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 7 . 4 
TOTAL 52339.9 54611.8 100.0 106951.7 100.0 
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SUNSHINE COST REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($ '000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 1 6 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
513 .3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 2 0 . 2 
1 1 6 6 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 0 5 0 . 8 
1 1 4 . 3 
1 6 6 . 7 
3 0 . 4 
4 9 . 8 
1 1 . 4 
6 9 9 . 9 
4 7 4 . 3 
2 1 2 . 8 
1 9 6 . 8 
1 0 2 . 8 
3 8 1 . 2 
5 7 1 . 7 
1 9 3 . 0 
2 9 7 4 . 2 
1 8 3 8 . 9 
2 8 2 1 . 0 
3 6 0 . 2 
2 0 1 7 . 4 
1 0 5 1 . 6 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 9 
3 . 3 
1 .5 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 .0 
1 .4 
2 0 . 8 
12 . 9 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
7 . 4 
1 1 4 . 3 
1 6 6 . 7 
3 0 . 4 
4 9 . 8 
1 1 . 4 
1 8 1 6 . 2 
474 .3 
212 .8 
1 9 6 . 8 
1 0 2 . 8 
8 9 4 . 5 
5 7 1 . 7 
1 9 3 . 0 
5 8 9 4 . 3 
3 0 0 5 . 1 
2 8 2 1 . 0 
3 6 0 . 2 
2 0 1 7 . 4 
8 1 0 2 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 7 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 . 3 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
2 1 . 8 
1 1 . 1 
1 0 . 4 
1.3 
7 . 5 
3 0 . 0 
TOTAL 12766.8 14268.1 100.0 27034.9 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Efjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
O.Q 
0 . 0 
4 6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0.0: 
2 0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 1 . 5 
4 1 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
493 . 1 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
6 . 0 
8 . 2 
0 . 9 
1 .6 
0 . 4 
2 9 . 4 
2 1 . 1 
8 . 3 
7 . 7 
3 . 9 
1 5 . 0 
1 5 . 1 
6 . 5 
2 0 5 . 2 
6 4 . 8 
1 0 7 . 2 
1 4 . 1 
9 6 . 1 
73 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
3 0 . 0 
9 . 5 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 1 
14 . 0 
1 0 . 7 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
6 . 0 
S i i 
P ! % 
%..m 
0 . 4 
7 6 . 3 
2 1 . 1 
S i » s ^ 
ly » 
3 .9 
3 5 . 3 
1 5 . 1 
6 . 5 
4 0 6 . 7 
1 0 5 . 9 
1 0 7 . 2 
14 . 1 
9 6 . 1 
5 6 6 . 6 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
1.4 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
2 . 4 
1 .0 
0 . 4 
2 7 . 3 
7 . 1 
7 . 2 
0 . 9 
6 . 5 
3 8 . 1 
TOTAL 802.8 685.1 100.0 1487.9 100.0 
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Table B-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
4 3 4 4 3 . 9 
3 2 9 8 4 . 2 
3 3 9 4 1 . 8 
6 6 9 2 6 . 0 
7 9 4 0 . 4 
8 8 5 2 . 7 
16793 . 1 
5 1 1 . 0 
4 2 5 . 3 
9 3 6 . 2 
Impact Multiplier 2.03 2 . 1 1 1 . 8 3 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 0 3 5 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 0 8 0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 9 9 8 . 8 
9 9 4 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 8 7 5 . 8 
3 2 9 8 4 . 2 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 6 5 . 3 
5 5 9 . 8 
7 9 . 4 
143 .4 
1 7 . 3 
4 2 6 7 . 5 
1 2 9 6 . 5 
6 4 8 . 2 
6 1 5 . 0 
4 3 1 . 2 
2 7 3 6 . 4 
1 4 3 8 . 5 
3 3 8 . 0 
4 6 4 3 . 3 
2 7 3 7 . 8 
8 7 4 8 . 0 
3 8 6 . 1 
2 1 0 0 . 8 
2 3 8 9 . 2 
3 3 9 4 1 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
1 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 6 
3 . 8 
1 .9 
1 .8 
1 .3 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 .0 
13 . 7 
8 . 1 
2 5 . 8 
1 . 1 
6 . 2 
7 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 6 5 . 3 
5 5 9 . 8 
7 9 . 4 
1 4 3 . 4 
1 7 . 3 
1 1 3 0 2 . 8 
1 2 9 6 . 5 
6 4 8 . 2 
6 1 5 . 0 
4 3 1 . 2 
5 8 1 6 . 6 
1 4 3 8 . 5 
3 3 8 . 0 
8 6 4 2 . 1 
3 7 3 2 . 0 
8 7 4 8 . 0 
3 8 6 . 1 
2 1 0 0 . 8 
2 0 2 6 4 . 9 
6 6 9 2 6 . 0 
{%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 9 
1 .9 
1.0 
0 . 9 
0 . 6 
8 . 7 
2 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 2 . 9 
5 . 6 
1 3 . 1 
0 . 6 
3 . 1 
3 0 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
Page 440 
Appendix B 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T ranspo r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 3 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 6 6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 8 2 . 0 
4 1 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 9 4 8 . 7 
7 9 4 0 . 4 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 3 . 8 
1 0 6 . 6 
1 8 . 4 
3 0 . 4 
6 . 9 
442 .8 
2 9 1 . 0 
1 2 8 . 5 
1 1 7 . 9 
6 1 . 0 
2 3 7 . 1 
3 5 6 . 9 
1 1 2 . 3 
1 8 3 6 . 9 
1 1 3 6 . 7 
1 7 5 4 . 7 
223 .0 
1 2 5 6 . 3 
6 6 1 . 4 
8852 . 7 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 .5 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 . 0 
1 .3 
2 0 . 7 
1 2 . 8 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
14 .2 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 3 . 8 
1 0 6 . 6 
1 8 . 4 
3 0 . 4 
6 . 9 
1 1 7 2 . 9 
2 9 1 . 0 
1 2 8 . 5 
1 1 7 . 9 
6 1 . 0 
5 0 4 . 1 
3 5 6 . 9 
1 1 2 . 3 
3 4 1 8 . 9 
1 5 4 9 . 5 
1 7 5 4 . 7 
223 .0 
1 2 5 6 . 3 
5 6 1 0 . 2 
1 6 7 9 3 . 1 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
7 . 0 
1 .7 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 . 0 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
2 0 . 4 
9 . 2 
1 0 . 4 
1 .3 
7 . 5 
33 .4 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
mm^ 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 9 . 1 
1 4 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 4 6 . 1 
5 1 1 . 0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
3 . 9 
5 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
1 8 . 6 
13 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 6 
2 . 3 
9 . 3 
9 . 5 
3 . 8 
1 2 6 . 7 
4 0 . 0 
6 6 . 7 
8 . 7 
5 9 . 9 
4 6 . 3 
4 2 5 . 3 
-ON 
{%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 .4 
3 . 0 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 5 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
2 9 . 8 
9 . 4 
1 5 . 7 
2 . 0 
1 4 . 1 
1 0 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
3 . 9 
5 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
4 9 . 3 
1 3 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 6 
2 . 3 
1 9 . 9 
9 . 5 
3 . 8 
2 3 5 . 9 
5 4 . 6 
6 6 . 7 
8 . 7 
5 9 . 9 
3 9 2 . 3 
9 3 6 . 2 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 .4 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
2 . 1 
1.0 
0 . 4 
2 5 . 2 
5 . 8 
7 . 1 
0 . 9 
6 . 4 
4 1 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 4 5 0 5 . 4 
3 6 6 7 7 . 5 
2 2 6 4 8 . 9 
5 9 3 2 6 . 4 
1 . 6 2 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
9 3 2 1 . 4 
6 5 1 5 . 6 
1 5 8 3 7 . 0 
1 . 7 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
544 . 9 
3 0 5 . 6 
8 5 0 . 4 
1 . 5 6 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fo res t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
Q.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 5 8 . 1 
0 . 0 
a.i 
'0,.% 
O.'O 
6 7 2 6 . 9 
0 . 0 
tt.i 
5 8 5 3 . 1 
804 .4 
0 . 0 
,0.0' 
0.6 
1 8 6 3 4 . 9 
3 6 6 7 7 . 5 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3203 . 3 
2 8 2 4 . 9 
1 1 6 . 8 
0 . 0 
2 2 . 1 
1 7 1 2 . 9 
3 7 9 . 3 
9 8 9 . 4 
2 6 2 . 5 
6 2 . 9 
2 3 5 . 2 
1 0 3 2 . 9 
3 5 7 . 1 
3 5 1 1 . 9 
2 0 8 3 . 2 
3 0 2 1 . 7 
9 4 9 . 9 
1 1 3 0 . 1 
7 5 2 . 9 
2 2 6 4 8 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
1 4 . 1 
1 2 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
7 . 6 
1 .7 
4 .4 
1 .2 
0 . 3 
1 .0 
4 . 6 
1 .6 
1 5 . 5 
9 . 2 
1 3 . 3 
4 . 2 
5 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3203 . 3 
2 8 2 4 . 9 
1 1 6 . 8 
0 . 0 
22 . 1 
6 3 7 1 . 0 
3 7 9 . 3 
9 8 9 . 4 
2 6 2 . 5 
6 2 . 9 
6 9 6 2 . 1 
1032 . 9 
3 5 7 . 1 
9 3 6 5 . 0 
2 8 8 7 . 6 
3 0 2 1 . 7 
9 4 9 . 9 
1 1 3 0 . 1 
1 9 3 8 7 . 8 
5 9 3 2 6 . 4 
(%) 
5 . 4 
4 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 7 
0 . 6 
1 .7 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 7 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
1 5 . 8 
4 . 9 
5 . 1 
1.6 
1 .9 
3 2 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DARLING DOWNS REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPATS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 6 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 2 5 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 3 1 . 9 
3 4 0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 1 6 7 . 2 
9 3 2 1 . 4 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 0 0 . 2 
6 0 4 . 3 
2 8 . 9 
0 . 0 
2 . 2 
2 0 4 . 5 
133 . 8 
2 8 1 . 9 
8 6 . 2 
13 . 3 
3 2 . 4 
2 3 4 . 9 
1 1 4 . 6 
1 3 9 9 . 2 
8 8 1 . 3 
6 9 6 . 2 
2 9 2 . 1 
6 0 0 . 9 
2 0 8 . 8 
6 5 1 5 . 6 
-ON 
(%) 
10 . 7 
9 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 1 
2 . 1 
4 . 3 
1 .3 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
3 . 6 
1 .8 
2 1 . 5 
1 3 . 5 
1 0 . 7 
4 . 5 
9 . 2 
3 .2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 0 0 . 2 
6 0 4 . 3 
2 8 . 9 
0 . 0 
2 . 2 
7 6 0 . 6 
1 3 3 . 8 
2 8 1 . 9 
8 6 . 2 
1 3 . 3 
9 5 8 . 2 
2 3 4 . 9 
1 1 4 . 6 
3 7 3 1 . 0 
1 2 2 1 . 6 
6 9 6 . 2 
2 9 2 . 1 
6 0 0 . 9 
5 3 7 6 . 0 
1 5 8 3 7 . 0 
(%) 
4 . 4 
3 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 8 
0 . 8 
1 .8 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
6 . 1 
1 .5 
0 . 7 
2 3 . 6 
7 . 7 
4 .4 
1 .8 
3 .8 
3 3 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
FLOW-ON 
(Jobs) (%) 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recrea t ion , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
22 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
4 6 , 
0, 
0, 
1 4 0 , 
1 2 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
323 . 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.2 
.0 
.0 
,0 
,4 
3 9 . 1 
3 1 . 5 
1 . 1 
O.ft 
0 . 1 
8 . 2 
5 . 9 
1 2 . 5 
3 . 3 
0 . 6 
1 .6 
7 . 7 
3 . 7 
84 . 3 
3 1 . 6 
2 6 . 8 
1 0 . 8 
2 3 . 7 
1 3 . 1 
1 2 . 8 
1 0 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 .9 
4 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
2 . 5 
1 .2 
2 7 . 6 
1 0 . 3 
8 . 8 
3 . 5 
7 . 8 
4 . 3 
3 9 . 1 
3 1 . 5 
1 . 1 
l « i 
0 . 1 
3 0 . 7 
5 . 9 
1 2 . 5 
3 . 3 
0 . 6 
4 8 . 0 
•^ ^ s 
3 . 7 
2 2 4 . 9 
43 . 8 
2 6 . 8 
1 0 . 8 
23 . 7 
3 3 6 . 4 
4 . 6 
3 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 .6 
0 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
5 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
2 6 . 4 
5 . 1 
3 . 2 
1 .3 
2 . 8 
3 9 . 6 
TOTAL 544.9 305.6 100.0 850.4 100.0 
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Table B-9 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 
FITZROY REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 9 5 4 9 . 0 
4 2 1 8 0 . 0 
2 4 1 6 7 . 6 
6 6 3 4 7 . 6 
1 . 5 7 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 2 2 9 . 7 
6 0 3 9 . 8 
1 6 2 6 9 . 4 
1 . 5 9 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
6 2 7 . 0 
2 8 5 . 9 
912 . 9 
1 .46 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fo res t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 2 9 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 1 6 1 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 1 8 4 . 6 
1 9 8 1 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 3 2 2 . 3 
2 3 1 2 . 2 
4 1 8 0 . 4 
1 0 8 . 1 
3 1 2 . 2 
63 .4 
1 6 3 8 . 5 
3 6 8 . 3 
4 1 4 . 5 
2 5 1 . 0 
1 3 3 . 4 
3 9 2 . 4 
1 3 8 9 . 3 
2 3 6 . 0 
3 0 3 5 . 5 
1 8 7 5 . 2 
3 6 9 4 . 0 
1 3 4 8 . 6 
1 2 9 3 . 2 
1 1 2 1 . 4 
9 . 6 
1 7 . 3 
0 . 4 
1 .3 
0 . 3 
6 . 8 
1 .5 
1 .7 
1 .0 
0 . 6 
1 .6 
5 . 7 
1 .0 
1 2 . 6 
7 . 8 
1 5 . 3 
5 . 6 
5 . 4 
4 .6 
2 3 1 2 . 2 
4 1 8 0 . 4 
1 0 8 . 1 
312 .2 
63 .4 
7 1 6 8 . 4 
3 6 8 . 3 
414 . 5 
2 5 1 . 0 
133 .4 
6 5 5 3 . 9 
1 3 8 9 . 3 
2 3 6 . 0 
8 2 2 0 . 1 
3 8 5 6 . 9 
3 6 9 4 . 0 
1 3 4 8 . 6 
1 2 9 3 . 2 
2 4 4 4 3 . 7 
3 . 5 
6 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
9 . 9 
2 . 1 
0 . 4 
1 2 . 4 
5 . 8 
5 . 6 
2 . 0 
1 .9 
3 6 . 8 
TOTAL 42180.0 24167.6 100.0 66347.6 100.0 
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FITZROY REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDIURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Fo re s t ,F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 8 6 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 1 5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1993 .4 
5 6 0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 5 7 4 . 1 
1 0 2 2 9 . 7 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 2 4 . 5 
7 3 9 . 3 
24 .2 
2 7 . 0 
2 1 . 4 
2 0 3 . 4 
1 3 5 . 1 
1 0 5 . 9 
2 2 . 1 
1 8 . 7 
2 6 . 4 
1 2 6 . 3 
8 4 . 3 
1 1 6 7 . 1 
5 3 0 . 4 
6 8 4 . 6 
5 3 0 . 1 
7 5 3 . 0 
3 1 6 . 1 
6 0 3 9 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
8 . 7 
1 2 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
3 .4 
2 . 2 
1 .8 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 4 
2 . 1 
1 .4 
1 9 . 3 
8 . 8 
1 1 . 3 
8 . 8 
1 2 . 5 
5 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 2 4 . 5 
7 3 9 . 3 
24 .2 
2 7 . 0 
2 1 . 4 
8 8 9 . 9 
1 3 5 . 1 
1 0 5 . 9 
2 2 . 1 
1 8 . 7 
4 4 1 . 6 
1 2 6 . 3 
8 4 . 3 
3 1 6 0 . 5 
1 0 9 0 . 9 
6 8 4 . 6 
5 3 0 . 1 
7 5 3 . 0 
6 8 9 0 . 2 
1 6 2 6 9 . 4 
(%) 
3 . 2 
4 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
5 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
2 . 7 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
1 9 . 4 
6 . 7 
4 . 2 
3 . 3 
4 . 6 
42 .4 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 2 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
23 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 2 4 . 6 
1 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 2 8 . 7 
6 2 7 . 0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
2 6 . 4 
3 9 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
9 . 8 
6 . 1 
4 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 7 
1 .5 
3 .2 
2 . 5 
73 .0 
1 6 . 3 
3 4 . 4 
1 5 . 2 
2 9 . 8 
2 0 . 6 
2 8 5 . 9 
-ON 
(%) 
9 . 2 
13 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
3 .4 
2 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
1 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 5 . 5 
5 . 7 
1 2 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 0 . 4 
7 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 6 . 4 
3 9 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
42 . 7 
6 . 1 
4 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 7 
2 5 . 0 
3 . 2 
2 . 5 
1 9 7 . 6 
3 3 . 6 
3 4 . 4 
1 5 . 2 
2 9 . 8 
4 4 9 . 3 
9 1 2 . 9 
(%) 
2 . 9 
4 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
4 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
2 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
2 1 . 6 
3 .7 
3 .8 
1 .7 
3 . 3 
4 9 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-10 Wide Bay-Burnett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
VISITING RIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISIOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 8 0 0 0 . 1 
6 0 9 7 9 . 7 
4 7 3 9 9 . 7 
1 0 8 3 7 9 . 4 
i e r 1 . 7 8 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 3 3 6 2 . 6 
1 6 8 1 8 . 3 
4 0 1 8 0 . 9 
1 . 7 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 5 7 1 . 6 
9 3 8 . 4 
2 5 1 0 . 0 
1 .60 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
{$'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fo re s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 3 6 7 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 8 2 5 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 1 4 . 6 
8 1 7 9 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 6 9 2 . 3 
4 1 0 6 . 7 
5 0 6 7 . 0 
3 0 9 . 1 
7 4 0 . 7 
5 3 . 3 
3 3 7 9 . 9 
1 0 7 2 . 2 
9 1 6 . 3 
3 6 4 . 3 
1 1 8 . 3 
1 1 9 . 5 
2 4 1 3 . 0 
6 8 4 . 7 
8 4 5 0 . 4 
2983 .6 
5462 .4 
2 1 8 1 . 1 
6 3 7 4 . 2 
2 6 0 2 . 9 
8 . 7 
1 0 . 7 
0 . 7 
1 .6 
0 . 1 
7 . 1 
2 . 3 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
5 . 1 
1 .4 
1 7 . 8 
6 . 3 
1 1 . 5 
4 . 6 
1 3 . 4 
5 . 5 
4 1 0 6 . 7 
5 0 6 7 . 0 
3 0 9 . 1 
7 4 0 . 7 
5 3 . 3 
1 6 7 4 7 . 7 
1 0 7 2 . 2 
9 1 6 . 3 
3 6 4 . 3 
1 1 8 . 3 
4 9 4 4 . 6 
2413 .0 
6 8 4 . 7 
1 5 3 6 5 . 0 
11163 .4 
5 4 6 2 . 4 
2 1 8 1 . 1 
6 3 7 4 . 2 
3 0 2 9 5 . 2 
3 . 8 
4 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
1 5 . 5 
1 .0 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 6 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
1 4 . 2 
1 0 . 3 
5 . 0 
2 . 0 
5 . 9 
2 8 . 0 
TOTAL 60979.7 47399.7 100.0 108379.4 100.0 
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WIDE BAY-BUNETT REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDIURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACT ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 6 5 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 8 5 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 0 4 . 9 
3 5 8 2 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 4 2 4 . 7 
2 3 3 6 2 . 6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 0 5 . 9 
1 8 6 0 . 5 
1 4 9 . 0 
7 4 . 1 
14 . 9 
3 9 5 . 8 
2 0 7 . 2 
2 5 8 . 5 
1 0 7 . 1 
2 6 . 4 
5 1 . 6 
2 7 0 . 1 
2 1 1 . 2 
3 3 0 5 . 7 
1 3 0 6 . 6 
1 2 4 4 . 8 
1 2 4 3 . 7 
3 4 2 3 . 5 
1 2 6 1 . 8 
1 6 8 1 8 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
8 . 4 
1 1 . 1 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
2 . 4 
1 .2 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
1 .6 
1 .3 
1 9 . 7 
7 . 8 
7 . 4 
7 . 4 
2 0 . 4 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 0 5 . 9 
1 8 6 0 . 5 
1 4 9 . 0 
7 4 . 1 
1 4 . 9 
1 9 6 1 . 1 
2 0 7 . 2 
2 5 8 . 5 
1 0 7 . 1 
2 6 . 4 
2 1 3 7 . 0 
2 7 0 . 1 
2 1 1 . 2 
6 0 1 0 . 6 
4 8 8 8 . 9 
1244 . 8 
1243 . 7 
3 4 2 3 . 5 
1 4 6 8 6 . 5 
4 0 1 8 0 . 9 
(%) 
3 . 5 
4 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
1 5 . 0 
1 2 . 2 
3 . 1 
3 . 1 
8 . 5 
3 6 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) {%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Mach ine ry ,Equ ip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 2 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 9 . 0 
1 2 5 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 8 5 . 8 
8 5 . 9 
1 1 4 . 2 
5 . 5 
1 .7 
0 . 3 
1 7 . 5 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 2 
4 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 . 8 
7 . 5 
6 . 1 
2 1 8 . 8 
4 5 . 6 
4 8 . 0 
5 3 . 3 
2 0 2 . 9 
1 0 2 . 1 
9 . 2 
1 2 . 2 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
2 3 . 3 
4 . 9 
5 . 1 
5 . 7 
2 1 . 6 
1 0 . 9 
8 5 . 9 
1 1 4 . 2 
5 . 5 
1 .7 
0 . 3 
8 6 . 9 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 2 
4 . 1 
0 . 9 
1 1 5 . 2 
7 . 5 
6 . 1 
3 9 7 . 8 
1 7 0 . 8 
4 8 . 0 
5 3 . 3 
2 0 2 . 9 
1 1 8 7 . 8 
3 . 4 
4 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 .5 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
1 5 . 8 
6 . 8 
1 .9 
2 . 1 
8 . 1 
4 7 . 3 
1 5 7 1 . 6 9 3 8 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 2 5 1 0 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 
MACKAY REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 7 4 9 0 . 1 
3 2 6 2 1 . 2 
1 3 3 5 4 . 4 
4 5 9 7 5 . 6 
1 . 4 1 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8213 .2 
3 7 2 2 . 5 
1 1 9 3 5 . 6 
1 . 4 5 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
513 . 5 
202 . 1 
7 1 5 . 6 
1 . 3 9 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t i on , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 4 9 8 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 2 5 3 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 9 9 4 . 0 
5 9 6 9 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
O.O 
1 3 9 0 6 . 2 
3 2 6 2 1 . 2 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 7 2 . 8 
2 1 9 2 . 7 
4 2 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 6 
9 3 4 . 9 
1 2 2 . 9 
5 7 . 3 
3 6 . 3 
1 8 . 8 
2 3 6 . 3 
5 2 8 . 1 
7 2 . 6 
2 2 2 9 . 2 
1464 . 1 
2 8 2 4 . 5 
4 3 4 . 2 
1 0 4 6 . 6 
8 3 8 . 0 
1 3 3 5 4 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 0 
1 6 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
1 .8 
4 . 0 
0 . 5 
1 6 . 7 
1 1 . 0 
2 1 . 2 
3 . 3 
7 . 8 
6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 7 2 . 8 
2 1 9 2 . 7 
4 2 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 6 
5433 .6 
1 2 2 . 9 
5 7 . 3 
3 6 . 3 
1 8 . 8 
4 4 8 9 . 5 
5 2 8 . 1 
7 2 . 6 
6 2 2 3 . 1 
7 4 3 3 . 2 
2 8 2 4 . 5 
4 3 4 . 2 
1 0 4 6 . 6 
14744 .2 
4 5 9 7 5 . 6 
(%) 
0 . 6 
4 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 , 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
9 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
1 3 . 5 
1 6 . 2 
6 . 1 
0 . 9 
2 . 3 
3 2 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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MACKAY REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VISITOR EXPENDTURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 9 9 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 6 4 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 8 8 . 9 
1 1 9 6 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4063 . 8 
8213 .2 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 6 . 8 
3 3 9 . 9 
4 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 4 . 6 
4 3 . 8 
2 1 . 6 
1 4 . 7 
3 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
1 1 1 . 5 
2 4 . 1 
8 3 1 . 0 
293 .4 
7 1 5 . 0 
2 6 3 . 7 
5 8 1 . 0 
2 4 4 . 9 
3 7 2 2 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
1 . 5 
9 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 .3 
3 . 0 
0 . 6 
22 . 3 
7 . 9 
1 9 . 2 
7 . 1 
1 5 . 6 
6 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 6 . 8 
3 3 9 . 9 
4 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
724 .0 
4 3 . 8 
2 1 . 6 
14 . 7 
3 . 0 
9 1 2 . 6 
1 1 1 . 5 
2 4 . 1 
2 3 2 0 . 0 
1 4 8 9 . 8 
7 1 5 . 0 
263 .7 
5 8 1 . 0 
4 3 0 8 . 7 
1 1 9 3 5 . 6 
(%) 
0 . 5 
2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
7 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
1 9 . 4 
1 2 . 5 
6 . 0 
2 . 2 
4 . 9 
3 6 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
-ON 
1 (%) ( J o b s ) 
TOTAL 
1 (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
24 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2 5 , 
0 . 
0 . 
1 0 7 . 
44 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
3 1 2 . 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.9 
.0 
.0 
, 1 
,3 
,0 
,0 
,0 
2 
3 .2 
2 2 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 0 
1 .7 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 .4 
3 .4 
0 . 8 
5 9 . 8 
1 0 . 9 
3 2 . 4 
1 1 . 7 
2 8 . 9 
1 8 . 8 
1 .6 
1 1 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 7 
1 .7 
0 . 4 
2 9 . 6 
5 . 4 
1 6 . 0 
5 . 8 
14 . 3 
9 . 3 
3 .2 
2 2 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 . 0 
1 .7 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
2 7 . 3 
3 . 4 
0 . 8 
1 6 6 . 8 
5 5 . 2 
3 2 . 4 
1 1 . 7 
2 8 . 9 
3 3 1 . 1 
0 . 4 
3 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
2 3 . 3 
7 . 7 
4 . 5 
1 .6 
4 . 0 
4 6 . 3 
TOTAL 513.5 202.1 100.0 715 .6 100.0 
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Table B-12 Northern Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives Visitors. 
NORTHERN REGION 
VISITINGFRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 6 7 4 7 . 7 
4 5 9 6 3 . 6 
2 8 0 7 0 . 0 
7 4 0 3 3 . 6 
1 . 6 1 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 4 0 8 . 1 
8593 . 0 
2 3 0 0 1 . 1 
1 . 6 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
7 1 7 . 2 
4 0 1 . 8 
1 1 1 8 . 9 
l . , 5 6 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 5 3 5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 0 8 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 7 5 9 . 2 
4 4 6 9 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 1 1 9 . 1 
4 5 9 6 3 . 6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
9 0 1 . 6 
2983 .4 
7 5 . 7 
7 1 . 2 
4 5 . 6 
1 4 4 0 . 1 
4 7 2 . 6 
5 9 4 . 3 
3 9 4 . 6 
123 .3 
3 2 2 . 2 
1 9 7 8 . 7 
8 1 5 . 9 
5 4 9 9 . 5 
2 4 1 6 . 5 
5 4 6 9 . 7 
1074 . 7 
1 6 3 0 . 9 
1 7 5 9 . 4 
2 8 0 7 0 . 0 
-ON 
(%) 
3 .2 
1 0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
5 . 1 
1 .7 
2 . 1 
1 .4 
0 . 4 
1 . 1 
7 . 0 
2 . 9 
1 9 . 6 
8 . 6 
1 9 . 5 
3 . 8 
5 . 8 
6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
9 0 1 . 6 
2983 .4 
7 5 . 7 
7 1 . 2 
4 5 . 6 
7 9 7 5 . 7 
4 7 2 . 6 
5 9 4 . 3 
3 9 4 . 6 
1 2 3 . 3 
7402 .2 
1 9 7 8 . 7 
8 1 5 . 9 
1 2 2 5 8 . 7 
6 8 8 6 . 2 
5 4 6 9 . 7 
1 0 7 4 . 7 
1 6 3 0 . 9 
2 2 8 7 8 . 5 
7 4 0 3 3 . 6 
(%) 
1.2 
4 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
1 0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 . 1 
1 6 . 6 
9 . 3 
7 . 4 
1 .5 
2 . 2 
3 0 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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NORTHERN REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agree. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
($'000) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
767.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1123 .0 
0.0 
0.0 
2641.8 
2102.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
7773 .9 
14408.1 
FLOW-
($'000) 
255.4 
518.5 
14.9 
17.3 
2.3 
169.1 
145.6 
152.7 
24.2 
26.6 
51.1 
384.9 
268.4 
2149.4 
1136.5 
1276.9 
500.0 
851.6 
647.6 
8593.0 
-ON 
{%) 
3.0 
6.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 
2.0 
1.7 
1.8 
0.3 
0.3 
0.6 
4.5 
3.1 
25.0 
13 .2 
14 .9 
5.8 
9.9 
7.5 
100.0 
TOTAL 
($'000) 
255.4 
518.5 
14 .9 
17.3 
2.3 
936.5 
145.6 
152.7 
24.2 
26.6 
1174.1 
384.9 
268.4 
4791.2 
3238.6 
1276.9 
500.0 
851.6 
8421.5 
23001.1 
(%) 
1.1 
2.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
4 .1 
0.6 
0.7 
0.1 
0.1 
5.1 
1.7 
1.2 
20.8 
14.1 
5.6 
2.2 
3.7 
36.6 
100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agree. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
34 .4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
60.5 
0.0 
0.0 
166.5 
70.9 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
384.8 
717.2 
FLOW-
(Jobs) 
15.0 
29.2 
0.7 
0.4 
0.1 
7.6 
6.5 
€.7 
0.7 
1.1 
2.8 
13 .5 
9.5 
135.5 
38.3 
51.2 
18.0 
32.9 
32.1 
401.8 
-ON 
(%) 
3 .7 
7.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
1.9 
1.6 
1.7 
0.2 
0.3 
0.7 
3.4 
2 .4 
33.7 
9.5 
12 .7 
4.5 
8.2 
8.0 
100.0 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) 
15.0 
29.2 
0.7 
0.4 
0.1 
42.0 
6.5 
6.7 
0.7 
1.1 
63.2 
13 .5 
9.5 
302.0 
109.2 
51.2 
18.0 
32.9 
416.9 
1118.9 
(%) 
1.3 
2.6 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
3.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.1 
0.1 
5.6 
1.2 
0.9 
27.0 
9.8 
4.6 
1.6 
2.9 
37.3 
100.0 
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Table B-13 Far North Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and 
Relatives Visitors. 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
VIITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VSITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l . 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 3 1 6 0 . 6 
6 9 9 4 9 . 0 
3 3 3 8 0 . 2 
1 0 3 3 2 9 . 2 
i e r 1 . 4 8 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 0 6 4 0 . 8 
1 0 3 7 5 . 3 
3 1 0 1 6 . 1 
1 . 5 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1145 . 4 
5 1 0 . 5 
1 6 5 5 . 9 
1 . 4 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 4 2 3 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 7 6 0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 5 9 4 . 3 
1 4 3 2 8 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 2 8 4 2 . 3 
6 9 9 4 9 . 0 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 5 2 7 . 3 
5 1 3 5 . 8 
163 . 5 
0 . 0 
6 1 . 2 
1 8 2 6 . 3 
7 3 8 . 9 
6 0 8 . 6 
216 .4 
1 3 0 . 8 
4 2 0 . 5 
2294 .4 
8 1 7 . 3 
6 2 2 7 . 8 
2 3 5 2 . 8 
4 6 0 7 . 4 
1 3 8 3 . 3 
2 4 3 2 . 8 
2 4 3 5 . 1 
3 3 3 8 0 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
4 . 6 
1 5 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
5 . 5 
2 . 2 
1 .8 
0 . 6 
0 . 4 
1 .3 
6 . 9 
2 . 4 
1 8 . 7 
7 . 0 
1 3 . 8 
4 . 1 
7 . 3 
7 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 5 2 7 . 3 
5 1 3 5 . 8 
163 . 5 
0 . 0 
6 1 . 2 
1 0 2 4 9 . 3 
7 3 8 . 9 
6 0 8 . 6 
2 1 6 . 4 
1 3 0 . 8 
7 1 8 1 . 3 
2 2 9 4 . 4 
8 1 7 . 3 
1 3 8 2 2 . 1 
1 6 6 8 1 . 3 
4 6 0 7 . 4 
1383 . 3 
2 4 3 2 . 8 
3 5 2 7 7 . 5 
1 0 3 3 2 9 . 2 
(%) 
1 .5 
5 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
9 . 9 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
6 . 9 
2 . 2 
0 . 8 
1 3 . 4 
1 6 . 1 
4 . 5 
1 .3 
2 . 4 
3 4 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES 
VISITOR EXPENDTURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agree. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
($'000) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1024.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1605.7 
0.0 
0.0 
2843 .5 
5681.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
9486.0 
20640.8 
FLOW-
($'000) 
474 .2 
804.2 
44.5 
0.0 
10.0 
222.1 
211.2 
183.6 
59.0 
15.4 
99.9 
437.4 
235.0 
2331.9 
932.9 
1000.7 
841.5 
1768.6 
703 .4 
10375.3 
-ON 
(%) 
4.6 
7.8 
0.4 
0.0 
0.1 
2.1 
2.0 
1.8 
0.6 
0.1 
1.0 
4.2 
2.3 
22 .5 
9.0 
9.6 
8.1 
17.0 
6.8 
100.0 
TOTAL 
($'000) 
474 .2 
804.2 
44.5 
0.0 
10.0 
1246.3 
211.2 
183 .6 
59.0 
15.4 
1705.6 
437.4 
235.0 
5175.4 
6614 .2 
1000.7 
841.5 
1768.6 
10189.3 
31016.1 
(%) 
1.5 
2.6 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
4.0 
0.7 
0.6 
0.2 
0.0 
5.5 
1.4 
0.8 
16.7 
21.3 
3 .2 
2.7 
5.7 
32.9 
100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agree. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
46.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
102.5 
0.0 
0.0 
178.1 
221.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
597.4 
1145.4 
FLOW-
(Jobs) 
27.7 
46.1 
2.0 
0.0 
0.3 
10.0 
11.6 
8.2 
2.9 
0.6 
6.4 
14.2 
9.0 
146.0 
36.4 
40.1 
34.8 
69.9 
44.3 
510.5 
-ON 
(%) 
5.4 
9.0 
0.4 
0.0 
0.1 
2.0 
2.3 
1.6 
0.6 
0.1 
1.2 
2.8 
1.8 
28.6 
7.1 
7.9 
6.8 
13 .7 
8.7 
100.0 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) 
27.7 
46.1 
2.0 
0.0 
0.3 
55.9 
11.6 
8.2 
2.9 
0.6 
108.9 
14.2 
9.0 
324.1 
257.9 
40.1 
34.8 
69.9 
641.6 
1655.9 
(%) 
1.7 
2.8 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
3.4 
0.7 
0.5 
0.2 
0.0 
6.6 
0.9 
0.5 
19.6 
15.6 
2.4 
2.1 
4.2 
38.7 
100.0 
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Table B-I4 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Muhipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
WEST QUEENSLAND 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
33771.8 
21731.4 
9221.0 
30952.4 
6720.2 
2756.7 
9476.8 
366.0 
136.6 
502.6 
Impact Multiplier 1 . 4 2 1 . 4 1 1 . 3 7 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agree. 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
Recreation, e t c . 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2779.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1213 .6 
0.0 
0.0 
1777.3 
5666.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
10294.9 
1380.7 
942.2 
52.1 
0.0 
14.0 
283.9 
114 .3 
32.9 
48.9 
11.0 
20 .1 
503.1 
226.8 
1551.7 
1338.2 
924.5 
468.1 
651.3 
657.2 
15.0 
10.2 
0.6 
0.0 
0.2 
3.1 
1.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.1 
0.2 
5.5 
2.5 
16.8 
14.5 
10.0 
5.1 
7.1 
7.1 
1380.7 
942.2 
52.1 
0.0 
14.0 
3063.3 
114.3 
32.9 
48.9 
11.0 
1233 .7 
503.1 
226.8 
3328.9 
7004 .4 
924.5 
468.1 
651.3 
10952 .2 
4.5 
3 .0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
9.9 
0.4 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
4.0 
1.6 
0.7 
10.8 
22.6 
3.0 
1.5 
2.1 
35.4 
TOTAL 21731 .4 9221 .0 100 .0 30952.4 100.0 
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WEST QUEENSLAND 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
ON 
(%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g , 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 8 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 9 . 2 
2 1 7 7 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 7 5 . 2 
2 2 2 . 0 
1 4 2 . 3 
1 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
6 . 1 
3 9 . 7 
2 3 . 0 
6 . 9 
4 . 5 
2 . 0 
1 .3 
9 3 . 8 
6 9 . 4 
6 1 0 . 4 
5 1 4 . 1 
2 4 1 . 9 
2 0 8 . 0 
3 4 4 . 2 
2 1 5 . 5 
8 . 1 
5 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
1 .4 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 .4 
2 . 5 
22 . 1 
18 . 7 
8 . 8 
7 . 5 
1 2 . 5 
7 . 8 
222 .0 
142 .3 
1 1 . 4 
0.. 0 
6 . 1 
428 . 1 
2 3 . 0 
f..$ 
ik- .'§ 
2 . 0 
8 1 . 6 
93 .8 
6 9 . 4 
1 3 0 9 . 6 
2 6 9 1 . 2 
2 4 1 . 9 
2 0 8 . 0 
3 4 4 . 2 
3 5 9 0 . 7 
2 . 3 
1 .5 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
4 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
1 3 . 8 
2 8 . 4 
2 . 6 
2 . 2 
3 . 6 
3 7 . 9 
TOTAL 6 7 2 0 . 2 2 7 5 6 . 7 1 0 0 . 0 9 4 7 6 . 8 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
44 . 1 
8 4 . 9 
0 . 0 
a.» 
0 . 0 
2 1 6 . 8 
3 6 6 . 0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
1 2 . 6 
7 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
l . ¥ 
1.0 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 . 2 
2 . 5 
3 8 . 5 
2 0 . 1 
1 0 . 3 
8 . 4 
1 5 . 7 
1 3 . 8 
1 3 6 . 6 
-ON 
(%) 
9 . 2 
5 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 .2 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 3 
1 .8 
2 8 . 2 
1 4 . 7 
7 . 5 
6 . 2 
1 1 . 5 
1 0 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
1 2 . 6 
7 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 8 . 3 
1 .0 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 . 5 
8 2 . 5 
1 0 5 . 0 
1 0 . 3 
8.„i 
1 5 . 7 
2 3 0 . 6 
5 0 2 . 6 
(%) 
2 . 5 
1 .5 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
1 6 . 4 
2 0 . 9 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
3 . 1 
4 5 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table B-15 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Visiting Friends and Relatives 
Visitors. 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
VISITING RIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISIOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 2 5 3 9 2 . 9 
8 0 9 9 9 9 . 2 
6 3 9 2 0 7 . 9 
1 4 4 9 2 0 7 . 1 
i e r 1 . 7 9 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 0 8 7 5 0 . 3 
1 7 1 2 3 2 . 9 
3 7 9 9 8 3 . 2 
1 . 8 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 2 3 5 5 . 3 
8 3 0 9 . 1 
2 0 6 6 4 . 5 
1 . 6 7 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{$'000) 
FLOW-ON 
{$'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 2 5 8 5 9 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
1 2 9 9 2 4 , 
0 . 
0 . 
1 2 6 7 0 3 . 
8 8 0 7 2 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
3 3 9 4 3 8 . 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
,8 
,0 
.0 
,8 
,7 
,0 
,0 
,0 
,2 
2 3 1 9 0 
3 0 4 5 7 
2 2 5 5 
4796 
9 5 1 
6 0 5 6 9 
2 0 8 6 0 
1 4 0 1 7 
1 1 1 0 7 
7397 
3 6 2 9 3 , 
2 8 6 1 5 , 
8 6 5 1 , 
9 3 8 7 0 , 
5 3 2 4 5 , 
1 4 7 1 6 8 , 
1 3 0 3 1 , 
4 1 2 5 6 . 
4 1 4 7 2 . 
.0 
.7 
. 1 
.2 
.7 
.3 
.5 
.0 
.7 
.7 
.4 
. 1 
.2 
.8 
.5 
.3 
.6 
.9 
. 1 
3 
4 
0 
0 
0 
9 
3 
2 
1 
1 
5 
4 
1 
14 
8 
23 
2 
6, 
6, 
. 6 
. 8 
.4 
. 8 
. 1 
. 5 
. 3 
.2 
.7 
.2 
.7 
.5 
.4 
.7 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.5 
2 3 1 9 0 
3 0 4 5 7 
2255 
4796 
9 5 1 
1 8 6 4 2 9 
2 0 8 6 0 
1 4 0 1 7 , 
1 1 1 0 7 
7397 
1 6 6 2 1 8 
2 8 6 1 5 
8 6 5 1 
2 2 0 5 7 4 
1 4 1 3 1 8 
1 4 7 1 6 8 
1 3 0 3 1 
4 1 2 5 6 
3 8 0 9 1 0 , 
.0 
.7 
. 1 
.2 
.7 
. 1 
.5 
.0 
.7 
.7 
.2 
. 1 
.2 
.6 
.2 
.3 
.6 
.9 
.3 
1, 
2 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
1 2 , 
1, 
1, 
0, 
0, 
1 1 , 
2 , 
0, 
1 5 , 
9, 
10 
0, 
2 , 
2 6 , 
.6 
. 1 
.2 
.3 
. 1 
.9 
.4 
.0 
.8 
.5 
.5 
.0 
.6 
.2 
.8 
.2 
.9 
.8 
.3 
TOTAL 809999.2 639207.9 100.0 1449207.1 100.0 
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TOTAL QUEENAND REGION 
VISITING FRIENDS AND RELATIVES VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDIURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACT ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) {'-• 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 3 9 9 5 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 1 9 9 7 
0 
0, 
4 9 7 5 5 , 
3 3 7 6 2 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
9 9 2 4 0 , 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.3 
4 9 6 1 . 5 
6 1 2 8 . 5 
6 0 7 . 0 
5 4 6 . 2 
2 0 9 . 7 
6 7 3 5 . 0 
4 8 7 9 . 7 
3 0 2 6 . 7 
1 4 1 7 . 8 
1 0 9 8 . 8 
3 3 5 1 . 4 
5 0 4 1 . 4 
2 8 4 6 . 3 
3 6 8 6 2 . 3 
2 0 4 1 1 . 3 
3 0 2 5 3 . 1 
6 5 8 5 . 5 
2 4 1 4 5 . 5 
1 2 1 2 5 . 0 
2 
3 
0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
2 1 , 
1 1 , 
1 7 , 
3 , 
1 4 , 
7 , 
. 9 
.6 
.4 
. 3 
. 1 
. 9 
. 8 
. 8 
. 8 
.6 
.0 
.9 
.7 
.5 
.9 
.7 
.8 
. 1 
. 1 
4 9 6 1 . 5 
6 1 2 8 . 5 
6 0 7 . 0 
5 4 6 . 2 
2 0 9 . 7 
2 0 7 3 0 . 1 
4 8 7 9 . 7 
3 0 2 6 . 7 
1 4 1 7 . 8 
1 0 9 8 . 8 
1 5 3 4 8 . 9 
5 0 4 1 . 4 
2 8 4 6 . 3 
8 6 6 1 7 . 7 
54173 .4 
3 0 2 5 3 . 1 
6 5 8 5 . 5 
2 4 1 4 5 . 5 
1 1 1 3 6 5 . 3 
1 .3 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
4 . 0 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 2 . 8 
1 4 . 3 
8 . 0 
1 .7 
6 . 4 
2 9 . 3 
TOTAL 2 0 8 7 5 0 . 3 1 7 1 2 3 2 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 3 7 9 9 8 3 . 2 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) {%) 
T O T A L 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r e e . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T ranspo r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 9 6 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 9 0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 4 5 . 0 
1 1 8 2 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 7 4 1 . 0 
2 7 9 . 1 
3 4 1 . 5 
2 3 . 0 
1 2 . 2 
5 . 4 
2 8 7 . 0 
2 2 1 . 3 
1 2 1 . 8 
4 8 . 6 
4 2 . 0 
1 3 6 . 9 
1 3 8 . 7 
9 4 . 9 
2 4 7 8 . 2 
7 1 5 . 1 
1 1 7 5 . 8 
2 5 2 . 2 
1 1 1 1 . 6 
823 .6 
3 .4 
4 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 . 5 
2 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .7 
1 . 1 
2 9 . 8 
8 . 6 
1 4 . 2 
3 .0 
1 3 . 4 
9 . 9 
2 7 9 . 1 
3 4 1 . 5 
23 .0 
1 2 . 2 
5 . 4 
883 .3 
2 2 1 . 3 
1 2 1 . 8 
4 8 . 6 
4 2 . 0 
6 2 7 . 0 
1 3 8 . 7 
94 .9 
5823 .2 
1 8 9 8 . 1 
1 1 7 5 . 8 
2 5 2 . 2 
1 1 1 1 . 6 
7 5 6 4 . 6 
1 .4 
1 .7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 3 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
3 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
2 8 . 2 
9 . 2 
5 . 7 
1 .2 
5 . 4 
3 6 . 6 
TOTAL 1 2 3 5 5 . 3 8 3 0 9 . 1 1 0 0 . 0 2 0 6 6 4 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
Page 457 
/appendix ( 
APPENDIX C 
REGIONAL INPUT-OUTPUT MULTIPLIERS 
TABLES 
FOR 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
Page 458 
/appendix U 
Table C-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts ofTourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, 
Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Region 
GOLD COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
12260.2 
9187.7 
9402.3 
18590.0 
2.02 
INCOME 
($•000) 
2341.0 
2497.3 
4838.3 
2 .07 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
143 .0 
120.1 
263.1 
1.84 
BRISBANE REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
13447.3 
10016.2 
10472 .4 
20488.6 
2.05 
INCOME 
($'000) 
2516.5 
2761.8 
5278.3 
2.10 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
152.7 
132.6 
285.4 
1.87 
SUNSfflNE COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl ier 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
4110.1 
3112.9 
3273.8 
6386.7 
2.05 
INCOME 
($'000) 
767.8 
855.3 
1623.1 
2.11 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
48.3 
41.1 
89.4 
1.85 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
82.3 
63 .6 
65.7 
129.3 
2.03 
INCOME 
{$ '000) 
15.7 
17.2 
32.9 
2.09 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1.0 
0.8 
1.8 
1.81 
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Table C-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts of Tourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors - Darling Downs. Wide Bay-
Burnett, Fitzroy and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
374.2 
256.1 
154.9 
411.0 
1.60 
INCOME 
($'000) 
66.7 
44.8 
111.5 
1.67 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
3.9 
2.1 
6.0 
1.54 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
2604.2 
1786 .2 
1370.4 
3156.7 
675.8 
487.2 
1163.0 
43 .7 
27.2 
70.8 
Impact Multiplier 1.77 1.72 1.62 
FITZROY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
4101.9 
2976.1 
1586.4 
4562.5 
1.53 
INCOME 
($'000) 
752.6 
404 .4 
1157.0 
1.5;.4 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
45.9 
19.1 
65.0 
1.42 
MACKAY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
19749.7 
13988.0 
5418.5 
19406.5 
1.39 
INCOME 
($'000) 
3423 .1 
1508.1 
4931.3 
1.44 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
207.2 
82.3 
289.5 
1.40 
Page 460 
/[ppendix u 
Table C-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts ofTourism Expenditure by Backpacker Visitors - Northern, Far North 
Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
7114.3 
5005.1 
3033.0 
8038.1 
1626.8 
930.3 
2557.2 
79.7 
43 .6 
123 .2 
Impact Multiplier 1.61 1.57 1.55 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
36477.8 
24619.4 
11733.8 
36353 .2 
1.48 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
7362.6 
3653 .6 
11016.2 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
401.1 
179.8 
580.9 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl. ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
580.2 
379.7 
174.4 
554.2 
1.46 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
109.6 
50.1 
159.7 
1.46 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
6.5 
2.5 
9.0 
1.38 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
104500 
84308 
66338, 
150646, 
.7 
.4 
.5 
.9 
22339 
17828 
40167 
.3 
.3 
.6 
1344 
866, 
2210, 
.0 
.6 
.6 
Impact Multiplier 1.79 1.80 1.64 
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Table C-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
GOLD COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
N e t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 2 6 0 . 2 
9 1 8 7 . 7 
9 4 0 2 . 3 
1 8 5 9 0 . 0 
2 . 0 2 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 3 4 1 . 0 
2 4 9 7 . 3 
4 8 3 8 . 3 
2 . 0 7 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
143 .0 
1 2 0 . 1 
263 . 1 
1 . 8 4 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas ,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 8 9 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 3 3 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1645 .4 
8 5 7 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 6 2 . 7 
9 1 8 7 . 7 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 1 . 8 
1 2 2 . 5 
2 3 . 1 
4 3 . 6 
5 . 4 
1 0 3 2 . 3 
3 8 5 . 3 
2 0 2 . 0 
1 9 5 . 7 
1 3 8 . 9 
7 1 6 . 4 
4 0 1 . 4 
114 .0 
1 3 4 5 . 9 
7 7 4 . 8 
2 4 5 4 . 9 
1 0 9 . 4 
5 9 9 . 4 
6 6 5 . 4 
9 4 0 2 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .3 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 0 
4 . 1 
2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
7 . 6 
4 . 3 
1 .2 
1 4 . 3 
8 . 2 
2 6 . 1 
1 .2 
6 . 4 
7 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 1 . 8 
122 . 5 
23 . 1 
4 3 . 6 
5 . 4 
2 2 2 1 . 4 
3 8 5 . 3 
2 0 2 . 0 
1 9 5 . 7 
1 3 8 . 9 
2 3 5 0 . 0 
4 0 1 . 4 
1 1 4 . 0 
2 9 9 1 . 3 
1 6 3 1 . 8 
2454 . 9 
1 0 9 . 4 
5 9 9 . 4 
4 5 2 8 . 1 
1 8 5 9 0 . 0 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 9 
2 . 1 
1 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 7 
1 2 . 6 
2 .2 
0 . 6 
1 6 . 1 
8 . 8 
1 3 . 2 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
24 .4 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elec t ,Gas ,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
123 .4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
141 .6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
650 .9 
355 .8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1069 .3 
14 .5 
2 3 . 3 
5.3 
9 .2 
2 . 1 
1 0 7 . 1 
86 .5 
4 0 . 0 
37 .5 
19 .6 
6 2 . 1 
99 .6 
3 7 . 9 
532 .5 
321 .7 
492 .4 
63 .2 
358.4 
184 .2 
0 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .5 
0 . 8 
2 . 5 
4 . 0 
1 .5 
2 1 . 3 
12 .9 
19 .7 
2 . 5 
14 .4 
7 . 4 
14 .5 
2 3 . 3 
5 . 3 
9 . 2 
2 . 1 
230 .5 
86 .5 
4 0 . 0 
3 7 . 5 
19 .6 
2 0 3 . 7 
99 .6 
3 7 . 9 
1183.4 
677 .5 
492 .4 
63 .2 
358 .4 
1253 .6 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 8 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
4 . 2 
2 . 1 
0 . 8 
2 4 . 5 
14 .0 
10 .2 
1 .3 
7 . 4 
2 5 . 9 
TOTAL 2341.0 2497.3 100.0 4838.3 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas, Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 4 . 9 
1 2 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 4 . 8 
1 4 3 . 0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
Q . l 
4 . 5 
3 . 9 
1 .6 
1 . 5 
0 . 7 
2 . 4 
2 . 6 
1 .3 
3 6 . 7 
1 1 . 3 
1 8 . 7 
2 . 5 
1 7 . 1 
1 2 . 9 
1 2 0 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 6 
1 .0 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 7 
3 .2 
1 .3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
2 . 0 
2 . 2 
1 . 1 
3 0 . 6 
9 . 4 
1 5 . 6 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 2 
1 0 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
§.a 
0 . 1 
9 . 7 
3 . 9 
1 .6 
1 . 5 
0 . 7 
8 . 0 
2 . 6 
1 .3 
8 1 . 6 
23 . 9 
1 8 . 7 
2.5 
1 7 . 1 
8 7 . 7 
2 6 3 . 1 
(%) 
0 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .0 
0 . 5 
3 1 . 0 
9 . 1 
7 . 1 
0 . 9 
6 . 5 
3 3 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
BRISBANE REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 3 4 4 7 . 3 
1 0 0 1 6 . 2 
10472 .4 
2 0 4 8 8 . 6 
2 . 0 5 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 1 6 . 5 
2 7 6 1 . 8 
5 2 7 8 . 3 
2 . 1 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 5 2 . 7 
1 3 2 . 6 
2 8 5 . 4 
1 . 8 7 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, Wa te r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 8 3 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1745 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 6 5 . 0 
9 2 6 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 8 9 6 . 3 
1 0 0 1 6 . 2 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 9 . 9 
1 4 7 . 0 
2 6 . 3 
4 8 . 0 
5 . 8 
1 1 9 8 . 0 
4 2 1 . 6 
2 2 2 . 1 
2 1 6 . 4 
1 5 4 . 9 
8 2 0 . 6 
442 . 9 
1 2 5 . 7 
1 4 7 6 . 3 
8 6 0 . 1 
2 7 1 6 . 8 
1 2 1 . 1 
654 .4 
724 .4 
1 0 4 7 2 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .4 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 4 
4 . 0 
2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
7 . 8 
4 . 2 
1 .2 
1 4 . 1 
8 . 2 
2 5 . 9 
1 .2 
6 . 2 
6 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 9 . 9 
1 4 7 . 0 
2 6 . 3 
4 8 . 0 
5 . 8 
2 7 8 1 . 2 
4 2 1 . 6 
2 2 2 . 1 
2 1 6 . 4 
1 5 4 . 9 
2566 .4 
442 . 9 
1 2 5 . 7 
3 3 4 1 . 3 
1 7 8 6 . 1 
2 7 1 6 . 8 
1 2 1 . 1 
6 5 4 . 4 
4 6 2 0 . 7 
2 0 4 8 8 . 6 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
13 .6 
2 . 1 
1 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 2 . 5 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
1 6 . 3 
8 . 7 
13 . 3 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 2 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recrea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 4 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 1 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 3 7 . 8 
3 8 4 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 7 8 . 6 
2 5 1 6 . 5 
FLOW-
($ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 8 . 2 
2 8 . 0 
6 . 1 
1 0 . 2 
2 . 3 
1 2 4 . 3 
9 4 . 6 
4 4 . 0 
4 1 . 5 
2 1 . 9 
7 1 . 1 
1 0 9 . 9 
4 1 . 8 
5 8 4 . 1 
3 5 7 . 1 
5 4 4 . 9 
6 9 . 9 
3 9 1 . 3 
2 0 0 . 6 
2 7 6 1 . 8 
-ON 
{%) 
0 . 7 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 5 
3 .4 
1 .6 
1 .5 
0 . 8 
2 . 6 
4 . 0 
1 .5 
2 1 . 1 
1 2 . 9 
1 9 . 7 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 2 
7 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 8 . 2 
2 8 . 0 
6 . 1 
1 0 . 2 
2 . 3 
2 8 8 . 6 
9 4 . 6 
44 .0 
4 1 . 5 
2 1 . 9 
2 2 2 . 4 
1 0 9 . 9 
4 1 . 8 
1 3 2 1 . 9 
7 4 1 . 6 
544 . 9 
6 9 . 9 
3 9 1 . 3 
1 2 7 9 . 2 
5 2 7 8 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
5 . 5 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
4 . 2 
2 . 1 
0 . 8 
2 5 . 0 
14 .0 
1 0 . 3 
1 .3 
7 . 4 
2 4 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 0 . 9 
1 3 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 5 . 4 
1 .0 
1 .4 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 2 
4 . 2 
1 .7 
1 .6 
0 . 8 
2 . 8 
2 . 9 
1 .4 
4 0 . 3 
1 2 . 6 
2 0 . 7 
2 . 7 
1 8 . 6 
1 4 . 0 
0 . 7 
1 .0 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 9 
3 . 2 
1 .3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
2 . 1 
2 . 2 
1 . 1 
3 0 . 4 
9 . 5 
1 5 . 6 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 1 
1 0 . 6 
1 .0 
1 .4 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 .7 
1 .6 
0 . 8 
8 . 8 
2 . 9 
1 .4 
9 1 . 2 
2 6 . 1 
2 0 . 7 
2 . 7 
1 8 . 6 
8 9 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 2 
1 .5 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .0 
0 . 5 
3 2 . 0 
9 . 2 
7 . 3 
1 .0 
6 . 5 
3 1 . 3 
TOTAL 1 5 2 . 7 1 3 2 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 2 8 5 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
SUNSfflNE COAST REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l . i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 1 1 0 . 1 
3 1 1 2 . 9 
3273 . 8 
6 3 8 6 . 7 
2 . 0 5 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 6 7 . 8 
8 5 5 . 3 
1623 . 1 
2 . 1 1 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4 8 . 3 
4 1 . 1 
8 9 . 4 
1 . 8 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Const ruct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 3 7 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 6 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
474 . 9 
1 7 2 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 9 2 . 5 
3 1 1 2 . 9 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 3 . 6 
5 2 . 2 
8 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 .7 
403 . 7 
1 2 6 . 8 
6 4 . 9 
6 2 . 7 
44 . 6 
263 . 9 
1 3 7 . 6 
3 4 . 7 
4 5 1 . 0 
2 6 5 . 2 
8 4 2 . 2 
3 7 . 4 
2 0 2 . 4 
2 2 7 . 3 
3273 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
1 .0 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 3 
3 . 9 
2 . 0 
1 .9 
1 .4 
8 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 . 1 
13 . 8 
8 . 1 
2 5 . 7 
1 . 1 
6 . 2 
6 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 3 . 6 
5 2 . 2 
8 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 .7 
1 0 4 0 . 8 
1 2 6 . 8 
6 4 . 9 
6 2 . 7 
44 .6 
6 0 0 . 1 
1 3 7 . 6 
3 4 . 7 
9 2 5 . 9 
4 3 7 . 5 
8 4 2 . 2 
3 7 . 4 
2 0 2 . 4 
1 7 1 9 . 7 
6 3 8 6 . 7 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 3 
2 . 0 
1 .0 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
9 . 4 
2 . 2 
0 . 5 
14 . 5 
6 . 9 
1 3 . 2 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
2 6 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 6 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 7 . 9 
7 1 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 1 3 . 2 
7 6 7 . 8 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 . 8 
9 . 9 
1 .8 
3 . 0 
0 . 7 
4 1 . 9 
2 8 . 5 
1 2 . 9 
12 . 0 
6 . 3 
2 2 . 9 
3 4 . 1 
1 1 . 5 
1 7 8 . 4 
1 1 0 . 1 
1 6 8 . 9 
21 .6 
1 2 1 . 0 
62 . 9 
855 .3 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 9 
3 . 3 
1 .5 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 . 0 
1 .3 
2 0 . 9 
1 2 . 9 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 2 
7 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 . 8 
9 . 9 
1 .8 
3 .0 
0 . 7 
1 0 8 . 0 
2 8 . 5 
1 2 . 9 
12 . 0 
6 . 3 
5 2 . 0 
3 4 . 1 
1 1 . 5 
3 6 6 . 3 
1 8 1 . 6 
1 6 8 . 9 
2 1 . 6 
1 2 1 . 0 
4 7 6 . 1 
1623 . 1 
{%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 7 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 .2 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
22 .6 
1 1 . 2 
1 0 . 4 
1 .3 
7 . 5 
2 9 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 , 0 
2 . 8 
0 , 0 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
0 . 0 
1 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 8 . 9 
4 8 . 3 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
1 .8 
1 .3 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 9 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
1 2 . 3 
3 . 9 
6 . 4 
0 . 8 
5 . 8 
4 . 4 
4 1 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
3 0 . 0 
9 . 4 
1 5 . 6 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 0 
1 0 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
2 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
2 5 . 3 
6 . 4 
6 . 4 
0 . 8 
5 . 8 
33 .3 
8 9 . 4 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
1 .4 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
2 . 3 
1 .0 
0 . 4 
2 8 . 3 
7 . 2 
7 . 2 
0 . 9 
6 . 5 
3 7 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l . i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
8 2 . 3 
6 3 . 6 
6 5 . 7 
1 2 9 . 3 
2 . 0 3 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 5 . 7 
1 7 . 2 
3 2 . 9 
2 . 0 9 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 . 0 
0 . 8 
1 .8 
1 . 8 1 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, Wa te r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
13 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 6 
1 .8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 6 . 9 
63 . 6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
8 . 2 
2 . 5 
1 .2 
1 .2 
0 . 8 
5 . 3 
2 . 8 
0 . 6 
9 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 6 . 9 
0 . 7 
4 . 1 
4 . 7 
6 5 . 7 
-ON 
(%) 
1 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 2 . 6 
3 . 8 
1 .9 
1 .8 
1 .3 
8 . 0 
4 . 2 
1 .0 
13 . 8 
8 . 0 
2 5 . 7 
1 . 1 
6 . 3 
7 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
2 1 . 6 
2 . 5 
1 .2 
1 .2 
0 . 8 
9 . 2 
2 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 6 . 7 
7 . 1 
1 6 . 9 
0 . 7 
4 . 1 
4 1 . 6 
1 2 9 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 7 
1 .9 
1 .0 
0 . 9 
0 . 6 
7 . 1 
2 . 1 
0 . 5 
12 . 9 
5 . 5 
1 3 . 1 
0 . 6 
3 . 2 
32 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus ines s S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 0 
0 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 2 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 5 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
3 . 6 
2 . 2 
3 . 4 
0 . 4 
2 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 .4 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 7 
4 . 0 
1 .2 
2 0 . 8 
12 . 8 
1 9 . 8 
2 . 5 
1 4 . 3 
7 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 2 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
6 . 6 
2 . 9 
3 .4 
0 . 4 
2 . 5 
1 1 . 5 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 8 
1 .7 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
2 . 4 
2 . 1 
0 . 6 
2 0 . 1 
9 . 0 
1 0 . 3 
1 .3 
7 . 5 
3 5 . 0 
TOTAL 15.7 17.2 100.0 32.9 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 7 
1 .0 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 .4 
3 .0 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 5 
2 . 2 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
2 9 . 9 
9 . 4 
1 5 . 6 
2 . 0 
1 4 . 2 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 . 8 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
1 .4 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
1 .7 
1 .0 
0 . 4 
24 .6 
5 . 6 
7 . 0 
0 . 9 
6 . 3 
4 3 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
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r ble C-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Muhipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 7 4 . 2 
2 5 6 . 1 
1 5 4 . 9 
4 1 1 . 0 
1 . 6 0 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 6 . 7 
44 . 8 
1 1 1 . 5 
1 . 6 7 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
3 . 9 
2 . 1 
6 . 0 
1 . 5 4 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Const ruct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 6 , 
0 
0 
0 
0, 
3 3 , 
0, 
0, 
3 8 , 
1 0 , 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
1 3 7 . 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
. 1 
.2 
.0 
.0 
,0 
,5 
2 3 . 9 
1 6 . 8 
0 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
1 0 . 9 
2 . 7 
6 . 8 
1 .9 
0 . 4 
1 .6 
6 . 9 
2 . 5 
2 4 . 2 
1 4 . 5 
2 1 . 0 
6 . 6 
8 . 0 
5 . 3 
1 5 . 4 
1 0 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
7 . 0 
1 .7 
4 .4 
1 .2 
0 . 3 
1 . 1 
4 . 4 
1 .6 
1 5 . 6 
9 . 4 
13 .6 
4 . 3 
5 . 1 
3 . 4 
23 . 9 
1 6 . 8 
0 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
4 7 . 5 
2 . 7 
6 . 8 
1 .9 
0 . 4 
3 5 . 3 
6 . 9 
2 . 5 
6 2 . 3 
24 . 7 
2 1 . 0 
6 . 6 
8 . 0 
1 4 2 . 8 
5 . 8 
4 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 6 
0 . 7 
1 .6 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
8 . 6 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
1 5 . 2 
6 . 0 
5 . 1 
1 .6 
1 .9 
3 4 . 8 
TOTAL 2 5 6 . 1 1 5 4 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 4 1 1 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
1 5 , 
4 
0, 
0, 
0, 
3 8 , 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.2 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
. 1 
5 . 2 
3 . 6 
0 . 2 
-0.0 
0 . 0 
1 .3 
0 . 9 
1 . 9 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
X.6 
0 . 8 
9 . 6 
6 . 1 
4 . 8 
2 . 0 
4 . 2 
1 .5 
1 1 . 6 
8 . 0 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 9 
2 . 1 
4 . 3 
1 .4 
0.2 
0 . 5 
3 . 5 
1 .8 
2 1 . 5 
13 . 7 
1 0 . 8 
4 . 6 
9 . 4 
3 . 3 
5 . 2 
3 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 7 
0 . 9 
1 .9 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
4 . 9 
1 .6 
0 . 8 
2 4 . 8 
1 0 . 5 
4 . 8 
2 . 0 
4 . 2 
3 9 . 6 
4 . 7 
3 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
4 .4 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
2 2 . 3 
9 . 4 
4 . 3 
1 .8 
3 . 8 
3 5 . 5 
TOTAL 66.7 44 .8 100.0 111.5 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, Wa te r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 4 
3 . 9 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
O.Q 
0 .0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
Q .6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 - 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
2 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
13 . 8 
8 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
2 . 0 
4 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
2 . 4 
1 .2 
2 7 . 6 
1 0 . 5 
8 . 9 
3 . 6 
7 . 9 
4 .4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
1 .5 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
2 . 5 
6 . 0 
{%) 
4 . 9 
3 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
0 . 7 
1 .4 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 1 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
2 5 . 1 
6 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 .3 
2 . 8 
4 1 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-9 Wide Bay-Burnett Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
N e t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2604 .2 
1 7 8 6 . 2 
1 3 7 0 . 4 
3 1 5 6 . 7 
1 . 7 7 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 7 5 . 8 
4 8 7 . 2 
1 1 6 3 . 0 
1 . 7 2 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4 3 . 7 
2 7 . 2 
7 0 . 8 
1 . 6 2 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 9 6 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 5 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 4 0 . 3 
3 1 4 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 9 . 2 
1 7 8 6 . 2 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 0 . 8 
1 4 8 . 8 
8 . 9 
2 0 . 8 
1 .5 
9 6 . 4 
30 .4 
2 7 . 1 
1 0 . 5 
3 . 5 
3 . 5 
6 7 . 7 
2 0 . 0 
2 4 5 . 5 
8 7 . 2 
1 5 7 . 4 
62 .7 
1 8 4 . 4 
7 3 . 4 
1 3 7 0 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
8 . 8 
1 0 . 9 
0 . 6 
1 .5 
0 . 1 
7 . 0 
2 . 2 
2 . 0 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
4 . 9 
1 .5 
1 7 . 9 
6 . 4 
1 1 . 5 
4 . 6 
1 3 . 5 
5 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 0 . 8 
1 4 8 . 8 
8 . 9 
2 0 . 8 
1 .5 
492 . 7 
3 0 . 4 
2 7 . 1 
1 0 . 5 
3 . 5 
1 3 9 . 2 
6 7 . 7 
2 0 . 0 
4 8 5 . 8 
4 0 1 . 9 
1 5 7 . 4 
62 . 7 
184 .4 
7 7 2 . 6 
3 1 5 6 . 7 
(%) 
3 . 8 
4 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
1 5 . 6 
1 .0 
0 . 9 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 .4 
2 . 1 
0 . 6 
1 5 . 4 
1 2 . 7 
5 . 0 
2 . 0 
5 . 8 
24 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreat ion, e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 8 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 4 . 0 
1 3 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 9 . 0 
4 1 . 4 
5 4 . 6 
4 . 3 
2 . 1 
0 . 4 
1 1 . 3 
5 . 9 
7 . 7 
3 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 .5 
7 . 6 
6 . 2 
9 6 . 0 
3 8 . 2 
3 5 . 9 
3 5 . 8 
9 9 . 1 
3 5 . 6 
8 . 5 
1 1 . 2 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
2 . 3 
1 .2 
1 .6 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
1 .6 
1 .3 
1 9 . 7 
7 . 8 
7 . 4 
7 . 3 
2 0 . 3 
7 . 3 
4 1 . 4 
5 4 . 6 
4 . 3 
2 . 1 
0 . 4 
5 7 . 7 
5 . 9 
7 . 7 
3 . 1 
0 . 8 
6 0 . 2 
7 . 6 
6 . 2 
1 9 0 . 0 
1 7 6 . 0 
3 5 . 9 
3 5 . 8 
9 9 . 1 
3 7 4 . 5 
3 . 6 
4 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
5 . 0 
0 . 5 
0 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
5 . 2 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
1 6 . 3 
1 5 . 1 
3 . 1 
3 . 1 
8 . 5 
3 2 . 2 
TOTAL 6 7 5 . 8 4 8 7 . 2 1 0 0 . 0 1 1 6 3 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, W a t e r 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin-
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 2 
4 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 . 4 
43 . 7 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
2 . 5 
3 .4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
6 . 4 
1 .3 
1 .4 
1 .5 
5 . 9 
2 . 9 
2 7 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
9 . 3 
1 2 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 .8 
1 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
23 .4 
4 . 9 
5 . 1 
5 . 6 
2 1 . 6 
1 0 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 . 5 
3 .4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 .2 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
1 2 . 6 
6 . 1 
1 .4 
1 .5 
5 . 9 
3 0 . 3 
7 0 . 8 
{%) 
3 . 6 
4 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
1 7 . 8 
8 . 7 
2 . 0 
2 . 2 
8 . 3 
4 2 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
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fable C-10 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
FITZROY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 1 0 1 . 9 
2 9 7 6 . 1 
1 5 8 6 . 4 
4 5 6 2 . 5 
1 . 5 3 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7 5 2 . 6 
404 .4 
1 1 5 7 . 0 
1 .54 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4 5 . 9 
1 9 . 1 
6 5 . 0 
1 . 4 2 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Const ruct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
433 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 4 5 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 7 . 0 
1 7 6 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 8 3 . 7 
2 9 7 6 . 1 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 7 8 . 3 
1 9 2 . 1 
8 . 0 
2 1 . 1 
2 . 9 
1 1 9 . 0 
2 5 . 9 
2 6 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
8 . 3 
2 5 . 1 
9 2 . 3 
1 5 . 3 
2 1 0 . 8 
1 2 7 . 2 
2 5 3 . 3 
9 2 . 9 
9 1 . 6 
8 0 . 3 
1 5 8 6 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
1 1 . 2 
1 2 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 2 
7 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .6 
1 .0 
0 . 5 
1 .6 
5 . 8 
1 .0 
13 . 3 
8 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
5 . 9 
5 . 8 
5 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 7 8 . 3 
1 9 2 . 1 
8 . 0 
2 1 . 1 
2 . 9 
5 5 2 . 6 
2 5 . 9 
2 6 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
8 . 3 
2 7 0 . 7 
9 2 . 3 
1 5 . 3 
5 4 7 . 8 
303 . 3 
253 . 3 
9 2 . 9 
9 1 . 6 
1 8 6 4 . 1 
4 5 6 2 . 5 
(%) 
3 . 9 
4 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
12 . 1 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
5 . 9 
2 . 0 
0 . 3 
1 2 . 0 
6 . 6 
5 . 6 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
4 0 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) ($ 
FLOW-
000) 
ON 
(%) 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
53 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0. 
1 6 , 
0, 
0, 
1 2 9 , 
4 9 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
5 0 2 , 
.0 
.0 
• U 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
4 0 . 4 
34 .0 
1 .8 
1 .8 
1 .0 
14 .8 
9 . 5 
6 . 6 
1 .4 
1 .2 
1 .7 
8 . 4 
5 . 5 
8 1 . 0 
3 6 . 0 
4 6 . 9 
3 6 . 5 
53 .3 
2 2 . 6 
1 0 , 
8, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
3 , 
2 , 
1, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2 , 
1, 
2 0 , 
8, 
1 1 , 
9, 
1 3 , 
5, 
.0 
.4 
.4 
.5 
.2 
.7 
.3 
.6 
.4 
.3 
.4 
. 1 
.3 
.0 
.9 
.6 
.0 
.2 
.6 
4 0 . 4 
3 4 . 0 
1 .8 
1 .8 
1 .0 
6 8 . 6 
9 . 5 
6 . 6 
1 .4 
1 .2 
1 8 . 2 
8 . 4 
5 . 5 
2 1 0 . 6 
8 5 . 8 
4 6 . 9 
3 6 . 5 
53 .3 
5 2 5 . 4 
3 . 5 
2 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
5 . 9 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
1 8 . 2 
7 . 4 
4 . 1 
3 . 2 
4 . 6 
4 5 . 4 
TOTAL 7 5 2 . 6 404 .4 1 0 0 . 0 1 1 5 7 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, Wa te r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 . 1 
l . g 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 2 . 8 
4 5 . 9 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
2 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
5 . 1 
1 . 1 
2 . 4 
1 .0 
2 . 1 
1 .5 
1 9 . 1 
-ON 
{%) 
1 0 . 7 
9 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 7 
2 . 3 
1 .5 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
2 6 . 5 
5 . 8 
1 2 . 4 
5 . 5 
1 1 . 0 
7 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
2 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
13 .2 
2 . 6 
2 . 4 
1 .0 
2 . 1 
3 4 . 3 
6 5 . 0 
(%) 
3 . 1 
2 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 1 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
1 .6 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
2 0 . 2 
4 . 1 
3 .6 
1 .6 
3 . 2 
5 2 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
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MACKAY REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 7 4 9 . 7 
1 3 9 8 8 . 0 
5 4 1 8 . 5 
1 9 4 0 6 . 5 
1 . 3 9 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3423 . 1 
1 5 0 8 . 1 
4 9 3 1 . 3 
1 .44 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 0 7 . 2 
8 2 . 3 
2 8 9 . 5 
1 . 4 0 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E lec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Const ruc t ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1854 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1043 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 3 5 . 7 
4 2 7 6 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 3 7 7 . 8 
1 3 9 8 8 . 0 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 1 2 . 4 
903 .4 
1 7 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 3 
3 8 4 . 3 
5 0 . 0 
2 6 . 6 
1 6 . 5 
8 . 1 
7 3 . 4 
2 2 3 . 7 
3 2 . 5 
9 2 8 . 3 
554 . 5 
1163 .0 
1 5 1 . 1 
4 3 1 . 7 
3 4 0 . 6 
5 4 1 8 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 1 
1 6 . 7 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 1 
0 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
1 .4 
4 . 1 
0 . 6 
1 7 . 1 
1 0 . 2 
2 1 . 5 
2 . 8 
8 . 0 
6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 1 2 . 4 
9 0 3 . 4 
1 7 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 3 
2 2 3 8 . 6 
50 .0 
2 6 . 6 
1 6 . 5 
8 . 1 
1 1 1 6 . 9 
223 . 7 
3 2 . 5 
2 3 6 4 . 0 
4 8 3 1 . 2 
1 1 6 3 . 0 
1 5 1 . 1 
4 3 1 . 7 
5 7 1 8 . 4 
1 9 4 0 6 . 5 
(%) 
0 . 6 
4 .7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 2 
1 2 . 2 
24 .9 
6 . 0 
0 . 8 
2 . 2 
2 9 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery ,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C ons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recrea t ion , e t c . 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . Q 
O.O 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 4 7 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 2 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 3 5 . 2 
8 5 7 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 5 7 1 . 5 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
23 .4 
1 4 0 . 1 
2 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
5 1 . 2 
1 7 . 8 
1 0 . 0 
6 . 7 
1 .3 
1 4 . 9 
4 7 . 2 
1 0 . 8 
3 4 6 . 1 
1 1 1 . 1 
2 9 4 . 4 
9 1 . 7 
2 3 9 . 7 
9 9 . 5 
-ON 
(%) 
1.6 
9 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 4 
1 .2 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 .0 
3 . 1 
0 . 7 
2 2 . 9 
7 . 4 
1 9 . 5 
6 . 1 
1 5 . 9 
6 . 6 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 3 . 4 
1 4 0 . 1 
2 .0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
2 9 8 . 3 
1 7 . 8 
1 0 . 0 
6 . 7 
1 .3 
2 2 7 . 0 
4 7 . 2 
1 0 . 8 
8 8 1 . 3 
9 6 8 . 3 
294 .4 
9 1 . 7 
2 3 9 . 7 
1 6 7 1 . 1 
{%) 
0 . 5 
2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 6 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
1 7 . 9 
1 9 . 6 
6 . 0 
1 .9 
4 . 9 
3 3 . 9 
TOTAL 3 4 2 3 . 1 1 5 0 8 . 1 1 0 0 . 0 4 9 3 1 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, Wa te r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
9 
0 
0 
0, 
0 
6, 
0, 
0, 
3 8 , 
3 1 , 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
1 2 0 . 
.0 
. 0 
. 0 
. 0 
.0 
. 9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.8 
.0 
.0 
,0 
,8 
1 .3 
9 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 4 
1 .4 
0 . 3 
2 4 . 9 
4 . 1 
13 .3 
4 . 1 
1 1 . 9 
7 . 6 
1 .6 
1 1 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 .7 
0 . 4 
3 0 . 2 
5 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
4 . 9 
1 4 . 5 
9 . 3 
1 .3 
9 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 . 9 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
6 . 8 
1 .4 
0 . 3 
6 3 . 4 
3 5 . 9 
13 .3 
4 . 1 
1 1 . 9 
1 2 8 . 4 
0 . 5 
3 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
2 1 . 9 
1 2 . 4 
4 . 6 
1 .4 
4 . 1 
44 .4 
TOTAL 2 0 7 . 2 i 2 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 2 8 9 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 
Page 477 
Appendix C 
Table C-12 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
NORTHERN REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Leve l 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
T o t a l 
7114 .3 
5 0 0 5 . 1 
3033 .0 
8 0 3 8 . 1 
1626 .8 
930 .3 
2557 .2 
7 9 . 7 
43 .6 
123 .2 
Impact Multiplier 1.61 1.57 1.55 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas ,Water 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 7 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 4 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 6 1 . 7 
5 9 0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 0 1 . 3 
5 0 0 5 . 1 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
9 7 . 2 
3 1 9 . 1 
8 . 5 
7 . 5 
4 . 6 
1 6 2 . 7 
5 2 . 7 
6 4 . 5 
3 8 . 4 
1 2 . 3 
3 3 . 0 
2 0 9 . 8 
8 2 . 2 
5 9 9 . 7 
2 5 5 . 1 
5 9 0 . 4 
1 1 4 . 9 
1 8 1 . 3 
1 9 9 . 2 
3 0 3 3 . 0 
-ON 
(%) 
3 . 2 
1 0 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
5 . 4 
1 .7 
2 . 1 
1 .3 
0 . 4 
1 . 1 
6 . 9 
2 . 7 
1 9 . 8 
8 . 4 
1 9 . 5 
3 . 8 
6 . 0 
6 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
9 7 . 2 
3 1 9 . 1 
8 . 5 
7 . 5 
4 . 6 
8 5 9 . 9 
52 . 7 
6 4 . 5 
3 8 . 4 
12 .3 
5 8 7 . 5 
2 0 9 . 8 
8 2 . 2 
1 2 6 1 . 4 
8 4 5 . 5 
5 9 0 . 4 
114 . 9 
1 8 1 . 3 
2 7 0 0 . 5 
8 0 3 8 . 1 
(%) 
1 .2 
4 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
7 . 3 
2 . 6 
1 .0 
1 5 . 7 
1 0 . 5 
7 . 3 
1 .4 
2 . 3 
3 3 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Mach ine ry ,Equ ip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 1 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
O-Q 
0 . 0 
8 7 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 8 . 6 
2 7 7 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 2 0 . 7 
1 6 2 6 . 8 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 7 . 5 
5 5 . 5 
1 .7 
1 .8 
0 . 2 
1 9 . 1 
1 6 . 2 
1 6 . 6 
2 . 4 
2 . 6 
5 . 2 
4 0 . 8 
2 7 . 0 
2 3 4 . 4 
1 2 0 . 0 
1 3 7 . 8 
53 .4 
94 . 7 
7 3 . 3 
9 3 0 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
3 . 0 
6 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
1 .7 
1 .8 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
4 .4 
2 . 9 
2 5 . 2 
1 2 . 9 
14 .8 
5 . 7 
1 0 . 2 
7 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 7 . 5 
5 5 . 5 
1 .7 
1 .8 
0 . 2 
1 0 1 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
1 6 . 6 
2 . 4 
2 . 6 
93 .2 
4 0 . 8 
2 7 . 0 
4 9 3 . 0 
3 9 7 . 6 
1 3 7 . 8 
53 .4 
94 . 7 
9 9 4 . 1 
2 5 5 7 . 2 
(%) 
1 . 1 
2 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 9 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 .6 
1 .6 
1 . 1 
1 9 . 3 
1 5 . 5 
5 . 4 
2 . 1 
3 . 7 
3 8 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, W a t e r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 3 
9 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 5 . 6 
7 9 . 7 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
1 .6 
3 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
1 .4 
1 .0 
1 4 . 8 
4 . 0 
5 . 5 
1 .9 
3 . 7 
3 . 6 
43 .6 
-ON 
(%) 
3 .7 
7 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 7 
1 .7 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
3 . 3 
2 . 2 
3 3 . 9 
9 . 3 
1 2 . 7 
4 . 4 
8 . 4 
8 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
1 .6 
3 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 5 
0 . 7 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 0 
1 .4 
1 .0 
3 1 . 1 
1 3 . 4 
5 . 5 
1 .9 
3 . 7 
4 9 . 2 
123 .2 
(%) 
1.3 
2 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 .7 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
4 . 1 
1 .2 
0 . 8 
2 5 . 2 
1 0 . 9 
4 . 5 
1 .6 
3 . 0 
3 9 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-13 Far North Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 6 4 7 7 . 8 
2 4 6 1 9 . 4 
11733 .8 
3 6 3 5 3 .2 
1 . 4 8 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
7362 .6 
3 6 5 3 . 6 
1 1 0 1 6 . 2 
1 . 5 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
4 0 1 . 1 
1 7 9 . 8 
5 8 0 . 9 
1 . 4 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, W a t e r 
Construct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 8 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 5 9 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 8 5 . 1 
5 8 9 2 . 3 
0 . 0 
0.6 
0 . 0 
1 1 1 0 3 . 1 
2 4 6 1 9 . 4 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 3 9 . 2 
1 8 0 8 . 8 
5 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
2 1 . 7 
6 3 8 . 7 
2 5 8 . 7 
2 1 4 . 1 
7 7 . 7 
4 6 . 2 
1 3 7 . 5 
7 8 7 . 2 
2 9 0 . 8 
2 1 9 9 . 1 
8 2 7 . 8 
1 6 2 5 . 2 
4 8 4 . 4 
8 6 4 . 5 
8 5 5 . 1 
1 1 7 3 3 .8 
-ON 
(%) 
4 . 6 
1 5 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
5 . 4 
2 . 2 
1 .8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
1 .2 
6 . 7 
2 . 5 
1 8 . 7 
7 . 1 
13 . 9 
4 . 1 
7 . 4 
7 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 3 9 . 2 
1 8 0 8 . 8 
5 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
2 1 . 7 
3 6 1 8 . 6 
2 5 8 . 7 
2 1 4 . 1 
7 7 . 7 
4 6 . 2 
2 1 9 6 . 5 
7 8 7 . 2 
2 9 0 . 8 
4 7 8 4 . 1 
6 7 2 0 . 0 
1 6 2 5 . 2 
4 8 4 . 4 
8 6 4 . 5 
1 1 9 5 8 . 2 
3 6 3 5 3 . 2 
(%) 
1.5 
5 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
6 . 0 
2 . 2 
0 . 8 
1 3 . 2 
1 8 . 5 
4 . 5 
1 .3 
2 . 4 
3 2 . 9 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) {%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fores t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Pape r P r o d 
Machinery, E q u i p 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetal l ic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
Cons t ruc t i on 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 6 2 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 8 9 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 6 7 . 9 
2 3 3 6 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 2 0 6 . 9 
167 
283 
15 
0 
3 
77 
73 
64 
2 1 
5 
32 
150 
83 
823 
328 
3 5 3 , 
2 9 4 , 
6 2 8 , 
2 4 7 , 
.4 
.2 
.6 
.0 
.6 
. 7 
.9 
.6 
.2 
.4 
.6 
. 1 
.6 
.4 
.2 
.0 
.7 
.4 
.0 
4 
7 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
0 
0, 
0, 
4 , 
2 , 
2 2 , 
9, 
9, 
8 . 
1 7 . 
6 . 
.6 
. 8 
.4 
.0 
. 1 
. 1 
.0 
.8 
.6 
. 1 
.9 
. 1 
.3 
.5 
.0 
.7 
. 1 
.2 
,8 
167 
283 
15 
0 
3 
440 
73 
64 
21 
5 
5 2 1 
150 
8 3 , 
1 7 9 1 , 
2 6 6 4 , 
353 , 
2 9 4 . 
6 2 8 . 
3453 . 
.4 
.2 
.6 
. 0 
.6 
. 0 
. 9 
.6 
.2 
.4 
.7 
. 1 
.6 
.3 
.5 
.0 
.7 
,4 
,9 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
1, 
0, 
1 6 , 
2 4 , 
3 , 
2 . 
5 . 
3 1 . 
. 5 
.6 
. 1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.6 
.2 
.0 
.7 
.4 
.8 
.3 
.2 
.2 
,7 
,7 
,4 
TOTAL 7 3 6 2 . 6 3653 .6 1 0 0 . 0 1 1 0 1 6 . 2 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) {%) 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest, F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas, W a t e r 
Const ruct ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreation, e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
16 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 1 , 
0, 
0, 
6 0 , 
9 1 , 
0, 
0 . 
0 . 
2 0 1 . 
. 0 
. 0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
. 3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.6 
. 1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
,9 
9 . 8 
1 6 . 2 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
3 . 5 
4 . 1 
2 . 9 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
2 . 1 
4 . 9 
3 . 2 
5 1 . 6 
1 2 . 8 
1 4 . 1 
1 2 . 2 
2 4 . 8 
1 5 . 6 
5 . 4 
9 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 .9 
2 . 3 
1 .6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
1 .2 
2 . 7 
1 .8 
2 8 . 7 
7 . 1 
7 . 9 
6 . 8 
13 .8 
8 . 7 
9 . 8 
16 .2 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 9 . 7 
4 . 1 
2 . 9 
1 .0 
0 . 2 
33 .3 
4 . 9 
3 . 2 
1 1 2 . 2 
1 0 3 . 9 
14 . 1 
12 .2 
2 4 . 8 
2 1 7 . 5 
1 .7 
2 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
5 . 7 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 9 . 3 
1 7 . 9 
2 . 4 
2 . 1 
4 . 3 
3 7 . 4 
TOTAL 4 0 1 . 1 1 7 9 . 8 1 0 0 . 0 5 8 0 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Multipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
N e t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 8 0 . 2 
3 7 9 . 7 
1 7 4 . 4 
5 5 4 . 2 
1 .46 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 9 . 6 
5 0 . 1 
1 5 9 . 7 
1 . 4 6 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
6 . 5 
2 . 5 
9 . 0 
1.38 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness Seirvs 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 9 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 7 . 5 
3 1 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 1 . 2 
3 7 9 . 7 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 4 . 5 
2 8 . 2 
0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
5 . 0 
2 . 0 
0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
1 0 . 1 
3 . 6 
2 6 . 5 
2 4 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
8 . 4 
1 0 . 9 
1 1 . 8 
1 7 4 . 4 
-ON 
(%) 
1 4 . 1 
1 6 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 9 
1 .2 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
5 . 8 
2 . 1 
1 5 . 2 
1 3 . 7 
9 . 3 
4 . 8 
6 . 3 
6 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
24 . 5 
2 8 . 2 
0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
54 .4 
2 . 0 
0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
40 .4 
1 0 . 1 
3 .6 
74 .0 
5 5 . 6 
1 6 . 2 
8 . 4 
1 0 . 9 
2 2 3 . 0 
5 5 4 . 2 
(%) 
4 .4 
5 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
7 . 3 
1 .8 
0 . 7 
13 .4 
1 0 . 0 
2 . 9 
1 .5 
2 . 0 
4 0 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 . 7 
1 2 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 9 . 2 
1 0 9 . 6 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 . 9 
4 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .9 
1 . 1 
1 0 . 4 
9 . 2 
4 . 2 
3 .7 
5 . 8 
3 . 9 
5 0 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
7 . 9 
8 . 5 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
1 .4 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 8 
2 . 2 
2 0 . 8 
1 8 . 4 
8 . 4 
7 . 4 
1 1 . 5 
7 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 . 9 
4 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
7 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 7 
1 .9 
1 . 1 
2 9 . 1 
2 1 . 3 
4 . 2 
3 . 7 
5 . 8 
73 . 1 
1 5 9 . 7 
(%) 
2 . 5 
2 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
4 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .7 
1 .2 
0 . 7 
1 8 . 2 
1 3 . 4 
2 . 6 
2 . 3 
3 . 6 
4 5 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
9 . 0 
9 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 .2 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 6 
1 .6 
2 6 . 4 
14 .4 
7 . 2 
6 . 0 
1 0 . 6 
1 0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
4 . 7 
2 . 5 
2 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
2 0 . 4 
9 . 3 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
2 . 9 
5 2 . 2 
TOTAL 6 . 5 2 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 9 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table C-I 5 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Muhipliers for Backpacker Visitors 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
BACKPACKER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
104500.7 
84308.4 
66338.5 
150646.9 
ier 1.79 
INCOME 
{$'000) 
22339.3 
17828.3 
40167.6 
1.80 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
1344 .0 
866.6 
2210.6 
1.64 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Forest , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l ec t ,Gas ,Wate r 
Cons t ruc t ion 
Trade 
Transport 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
Recreat ion, e t c . 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
12832.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
9854 .0 
0.0 
0.0 
11928.9 
8678.9 
0.0 
0.0 
O.O 
41013 .9 
2384, 
3075, 
231, 
483, 
96, 
6335, 
2175, 
1429, 
1133, 
745, 
3713, 
2978, 
868, 
9823, 
5493 , 
15214, 
1364, 
4366, 
4426, 
.3 
.0 
.9 
.3 
.3 
.2 
.5 
.2 
.3 
.4 
.5 
.6 
.9 
.0 
.9 
.4 
.4 
.2 
.4 
3 .6 
4.6 
0.3 
0.7 
0.1 
9.5 
3 .3 
2.2 
1.7 
1.1 
5.6 
4.5 
1.3 
14.8 
8.3 
22.9 
2.1 
6.6 
6.7 
2384.3 
3075.0 
231.9 
483 .3 
96.3 
19168.0 
2175.5 
1429.2 
1133.3 
745.4 
13567.5 
2978.6 
868.9 
21751.8 
14172.7 
15214 .4 
1364.4 
4366.2 
45440.3 
1.6 
2.0 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
12.7 
1.4 
0.9 
0.8 
0.5 
9.0 
2.0 
0.6 
14 .4 
9.4 
10.1 
0.9 
2.9 
30.2 
TOTAL 8 4 3 0 8 . 4 6 6 3 3 8 . 5 1 0 0 . 0 1 5 0 6 4 6 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 
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DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
A n i m a l I n d u s t r y 
O t h e r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
C o a l M i n i n g 
O t h e r M i n i n g 
Food M f g . 
W o o d , P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
M e t a l P r o d M f g . 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
O t h e r M f g . 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
T r a d e 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c A d m i n . 
Communi ty S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 2 6 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 0 9 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 8 4 . 4 
3 3 2 7 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 .0 
1 1 9 9 1 . 1 
2 2 3 3 9 . 3 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 1 0 . 1 
6 1 8 . 7 
6 2 . 4 
5 5 . 0 
2 1 . 2 
7 0 4 . 4 
5 0 8 . 9 
3 0 8 . 6 
1 4 4 . 7 
1 1 0 . 7 
3 4 2 . 9 
5 2 4 . 8 
2 8 5 . 9 
3 8 5 7 . 4 
2 1 0 6 . 0 
3 1 2 7 . 6 
6 8 9 . 5 
2 5 5 5 . 3 
1 2 9 4 . 1 
1 7 8 2 8 . 3 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 9 
3 . 5 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 0 
2 . 9 
1 . 7 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 . 9 
2 . 9 
1 . 6 
2 1 . 6 
1 1 . 8 
1 7 . 5 
3 . 9 
1 4 . 3 
7 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
5 1 0 . 1 
6 1 8 . 7 
6 2 . 4 
5 5 . 0 
2 1 . 2 
2 1 3 1 . 4 
5 0 8 . 9 
3 0 8 . 6 
1 4 4 . 7 
1 1 0 . 7 
1 2 5 2 . 8 
5 2 4 . 8 
2 8 5 . 9 
8 5 4 1 . 8 
5 4 3 3 . 0 
3 1 2 7 . 6 
6 8 9 . 5 
2 5 5 5 . 3 
1 3 2 8 5 . 2 
4 0 1 6 7 . 6 
(%) 
1 . 3 
1 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
5 . 3 
1 . 3 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
3 . 1 
1 . 3 
0 . 7 
2 1 . 3 
1 3 . 5 
7 . 8 
1 . 7 
6 . 4 
3 3 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 0 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 7 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 1 4 . 9 
1 1 6 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 1 4 . 5 
1344 .0 
2 8 
3 4 
2 
1 
0 
3 0 
2 3 
12 
5 , 
4 
1 4 , 
1 4 , 
9 , 
2 5 9 , 
7 3 , 
1 2 1 , 
2 6 , 
1 1 7 . 
8 7 . 
. 7 
. 5 
. 4 
. 2 
. 5 
. 0 
. 1 
. 4 
. 0 
. 2 
. 0 
. 4 
. 5 
. 3 
. 8 
. 6 
. 4 
. 6 
. 9 
3 
4 
0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
1 
1 , 
1 , 
2 9 , 
8 , 
14 , 
3 , 
1 3 , 
1 0 , 
. 3 
. 0 
. 3 
. 1 
. 1 
. 5 
. 7 
. 4 
. 6 
. 5 
. 6 
. 7 
. 1 
. 9 
. 5 
. 0 
. 0 
. 6 
. 1 
2 8 
3 4 
2 
1 
0 
9 0 
2 3 
1 2 
5 
4 
5 1 
1 4 
9 
5 7 4 , 
1 9 0 , 
1 2 1 , 
2 6 
1 1 7 , 
9 0 2 , 
. 7 
. 5 
. 4 
. 2 
. 5 
. 8 
. 1 
. 4 
. 0 
. 2 
. 2 
. 4 
. 5 
. 3 
. 4 
. 6 
. 4 
. 6 
. 4 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
4 
1 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 , 
0 
2 6 
8 , 
5 
1 
5 , 
4 0 , 
. 3 
. 6 
. 1 
. 1 
. 0 
. 1 
. 0 
. 6 
. 2 
. 2 
. 3 
. 7 
. 4 
. 0 
. 6 
. 5 
. 2 
. 3 
. 8 
8 6 6 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 2 2 1 0 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-1 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts ofTourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors - Gold Coast, Brisbane, 
Sunshine Coast and Balance of Moreton Regions 
GOLD COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
194411.1 
138107.4 
151481.3 
289588.8 
39503.7 
40968.1 
80471.8 
2071.1 
1977.1 
4048.2 
Impact Multiplier 2.10 2.04 1.95 
BRISBANE REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
134416.8 
92006.3 
111090.0 
203096.3 
25325.7 
29260.6 
54586.3 
1248.2 
1403 .2 
2651.4 
Impact Multiplier 2.21 2.16 2.12 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
62284.7 
43492.2 
51753.6 
95245.9 
2.19 
INCOME 
($'000) 
13393.2 
13976.8 
27370.0 
2.04 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
647.2 
675.4 
1322.6 
2.04 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
10971.4 
7816.3 
9328.8 
17145.1 
iplier 2.19 
INCOME 
($'000) 
2292 .0 
2481.5 
4773 .5 
2 . OS 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
116.7 
119.6 
236.3 
2.03 
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Table D-2 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts ofTourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors - Darling Downs, Wide 
Bay-Burnett, Fitzroy ,and Mackay Regions 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
51874 .4 
32996.5 
20044.0 
53040.5 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
9792.8 
5869.0 
15661.7 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
481.2 
275.2 
756.4 
1.57 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult ipl ier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
16495.6 
10540.7 
7158.6 
17699.4 
1.68 
INCOME 
($'000) 
4378.6 
2585.1 
6963.8 
1.59 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
214.2 
143 .0 
357.2 
1.67 
FITZROY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
27491.4 
17926.4 
10266.2 
28192 .6 
1.57 
INCOME 
($'000) 
4356.2 
2603.5 
6959.7 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
218.0 
123 .1 
341.1 
1.56 
MACKAY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
19844, 
12939, 
4648 , 
17587. 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.8 
3020.0 
1316.3 
4336.3 
166 
71, 
238, 
.8 
.6 
.4 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 1 . 3 6 1 .44 1 . 4 3 
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Table D-3 Summary Tables of Total Regional Impacts ofTourism Expenditure by Daytripper Visitors - Northern, FarNorth 
Queensland, West Queensland and Total Queensland Regions 
NORTHERN REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
25656.8 
16553 .8 
9559.2 
26113 .0 
1.58 
INCOME 
($'000) 
5925.2 
2984 .4 
8909.6 
1.50 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
255.7 
140.2 
395.9 
1.55 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
36882.3 
24321.1 
11381.2 
35702.3 
1.47 
INCOME 
($'000) 
7590.8 
3590.8 
11181.5 
1.47 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
392.6 
176.2 
568.9 
1.45 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT 
{$'000) 
INCOME 
($'000) 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
6178.3 
3998.6 
1481.8 
5480.4 
1327 .4 
469.1 
1796.5 
Impact Multiplier 1.37 1.35 
69.2 
23 .2 
92 .4 
1.34 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
N e t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
6 0 8 0 7 6 . 9 
4 5 3 5 1 3 . 6 
3 7 3 0 8 9 . 1 
8 2 6 6 0 2 . 7 
1 3 0 2 6 7 . 3 
1 0 1 5 6 6 . 6 
2 3 1 8 3 3 . 9 
6 6 4 1 . 4 
4 9 3 8 . 5 
1 1 5 7 9 . 9 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 1 . 8 2 1 . 7 i 1 . 7 4 
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0-4 Gold Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
GOLD COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t . i p l 
OUTPUT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 9 4 4 1 1 . 1 
1 3 8 1 0 7 . 4 
1 5 1 4 8 1 . 3 
2 8 9 5 8 8 . 8 
i e r 2 . 1 0 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
3 9 5 0 3 . 7 
4 0 9 6 8 . 1 
8 0 4 7 1 . 8 
2 . 04 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 0 7 1 . 1 
1 9 7 7 . 1 
4 0 4 8 . 2 
1 . 9 5 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) ($ 
FLOW-
' 0 0 0 ) 
-ON 
1 (%) ($ ' 0 0 0 ) 
TOTAL 
1 (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fo re s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 3 3 8 7 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2 3 2 0 0 , 
0, 
0, 
2 0 1 5 2 , 
4 0 5 2 1 , 
0, 
0 . 
0 . 
4 0 8 4 5 . 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
. 1 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.4 
.0 
.0 
.0 
,6 
922 .7 
1703 .3 
359.5 
687.5 
93.5 
15161.8 
6701.6 
3422 .9 
3032.3 
2171.6 
11312. 
6326. 
2450. 
22956. 
12995. 
38858. 
1819. 
9911. 
10593. 
0 . 6 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 0 . 0 
4 .4 
2 . 3 
2 . 0 
1 .4 
7 . 5 
4 . 2 
1 .6 
1 5 . 2 
8 . 6 
2 5 . 7 
1 .2 
6 . 5 
7 . 0 
9 2 2 . 7 
1703 .3 
3 5 9 . 5 
6 8 7 . 5 
93 . 5 
2 8 5 4 8 . 9 
6 7 0 1 . 6 
3 4 2 2 . 9 
3 0 3 2 . 3 
2 1 7 1 . 6 
3 4 5 1 3 .0 
6 3 2 6 . 4 
2 4 5 0 . 7 
4 3 1 0 9 . 0 
5 3 5 1 6 . 5 
3 8 8 5 8 . 8 
1 8 1 9 . 5 
9 9 1 1 . 7 
5 1 4 3 9 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
9 . 9 
2 . 3 
1 .2 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
1 1 . 9 
2 . 2 
0 . 8 
1 4 . 9 
1 8 . 5 
13 .4 
0 . 6 
3 . 4 
1 7 . 8 
TOTAL 138107.4 151481.3 100.0 289588.8 100.0 
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GOLD COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 8 9 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 1 0 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 9 7 2 . 5 
1 6 8 2 3 .7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 3 0 7 . 7 
3 9 5 0 3 . 7 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 8 6 . 4 
3 2 4 . 4 
8 3 . 2 
1 4 5 . 7 
3 7 . 4 
1 5 7 3 . 3 
1 5 0 4 . 3 
6 7 8 . 3 
5 8 1 . 1 
3 0 7 . 0 
9 8 0 . 3 
1 5 6 9 . 8 
8 1 4 . 6 
9 0 8 1 . 8 
5 3 9 5 . 4 
7 7 9 4 . 2 
1 0 5 0 . 7 
5 9 2 7 . 5 
2 9 3 2 . 7 
4 0 9 6 8 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
3 . 8 
3 . 7 
1 .7 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
2 . 4 
3 . 8 
2 . 0 
22 .2 
13 .2 
1 9 . 0 
2 . 6 
1 4 . 5 
7 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 8 6 . 4 
3 2 4 . 4 
83 .2 
1 4 5 . 7 
3 7 . 4 
2 9 6 2 . 4 
1 5 0 4 . 3 
6 7 8 . 3 
5 8 1 . 1 
3 0 7 . 0 
2 9 9 0 . 9 
1 5 6 9 . 8 
8 1 4 . 6 
1 7 0 5 4 . 3 
2 2 2 1 9 . 1 
7 7 9 4 . 2 
1 0 5 0 . 7 
5 9 2 7 . 5 
14240 .4 
8 0 4 7 1 . 8 
(%) 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
3 . 7 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
3 . 7 
2 . 0 
1 .0 
2 1 . 2 
2 7 . 6 
9 . 7 
1 .3 
7 . 4 
1 7 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect, Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recrea t ion ,e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 8 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 9 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 5 0 . 0 
5 9 2 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 9 0 . 8 
2 0 7 1 . 1 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
9 . 9 
1 6 . 0 
2 . 4 
4 . 6 
1 .3 
6 6 . 1 
6 7 . 0 
2 6 . 6 
2 2 . 7 
1 1 . 6 
3 8 . 6 
4 1 . 6 
2 7 . 4 
6 2 6 . 6 
1 9 0 . 1 
2 9 6 . 3 
4 1 . 0 
2 8 2 . 5 
2 0 5 . 1 
1 9 7 7 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 3 
3 .4 
1 .3 
1 . 1 
0 . 6 
2 . 0 
2 . 1 
1 .4 
3 1 . 7 
9 . 6 
1 5 . 0 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 3 
1 0 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
9 . 9 
1 6 . 0 
2 . 4 
4 . 6 
1 .3 
1 2 4 . 5 
6 7 . 0 
2 6 . 6 
22 . 7 
1 1 . 6 
1 1 7 . 9 
4 1 . 6 
2 7 . 4 
1 1 7 6 . 6 
7 8 2 . 8 
2 9 6 . 3 
4 1 . 0 
2 8 2 . 5 
9 9 5 . 9 
4 0 4 8 . 2 
(%) 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 1 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
2 . 9 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
2 9 . 1 
1 9 . 3 
7 . 3 
1 .0 
7 . 0 
2 4 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-5 Brisbane Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
BRISBANE REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Net L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l 
OUTPUT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 3 4 4 1 6 . 8 
9 2 0 0 6 . 3 
1 1 1 0 9 0 . 0 
2 0 3 0 9 6 . 3 
i e r 2 . 2 1 
INCOME 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 3 2 5 . 7 
2 9 2 6 0 . 6 
5 4 5 8 6 . 3 
2 . 1 6 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
1 2 4 8 . 2 
1403 .2 
2 6 5 1 . 4 
2 . 1 2 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 9 9 8 8 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 1 7 2 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
16532 . 1 
2 9 2 4 5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 2 0 6 8 . 0 
9 2 0 0 6 . 3 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 6 6 . 6 
1 6 6 6 . 1 
2 8 8 . 5 
4 7 9 . 0 
6 2 . 3 
1 3 0 1 1 . 2 
4 6 2 2 . 8 
2 4 1 0 . 3 
2 1 7 8 . 8 
1 6 1 5 . 6 
9 2 0 9 . 3 
4 4 6 0 . 8 
1 7 6 1 . 4 
1 5 9 4 5 . 7 
9422 .0 
2 7 7 7 0 . 9 
1 3 0 6 . 3 
6 7 3 8 . 3 
7074 .2 
1 1 1 0 9 0 . 0 
-ON 
(%) 
1 .0 
1 .5 
0 . 3 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 7 
4 . 2 
2 . 2 
2 . 0 
1 .5 
8 . 3 
4 . 0 
1 .6 
14 .4 
8 . 5 
2 5 . 0 
1 .2 
6 . 1 
6 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 0 6 6 . 6 
1 6 6 6 . 1 
2 8 8 . 5 
4 7 9 . 0 
6 2 . 3 
3 2 9 9 9 . 3 
4 6 2 2 . 8 
2 4 1 0 . 3 
2 1 7 8 . 8 
1 6 1 5 . 6 
2 3 3 8 1 . 8 
4 4 6 0 . 8 
1 7 6 1 . 4 
3 2 4 7 7 . 8 
3 8 6 6 7 . 6 
2 7 7 7 0 . 9 
1 3 0 6 . 3 
6 7 3 8 . 3 
1 9 1 4 2 . 2 
2 0 3 0 9 6 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 6 . 2 
2 . 3 
1 .2 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 1 . 5 
2 . 2 
0 . 9 
1 6 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
13 .7 
0 . 6 
3 . 3 
9 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
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BRISBANE REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 7 4 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 2 2 8 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 5 4 0 . 3 
12142 .2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 4 0 . 9 
2 5 3 2 5 . 7 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 1 5 . 5 
3 1 7 . 3 
6 6 . 8 
1 0 1 . 5 
2 4 . 9 
1 3 5 0 . 1 
1 0 3 7 . 7 
4 7 7 . 6 
4 1 7 . 5 
2 2 8 . 4 
7 9 8 . 1 
1 1 0 6 . 9 
585 . 5 
6 3 0 8 . 3 
3 9 1 1 . 8 
5 5 7 0 . 3 
7 5 4 . 3 
4 0 2 9 . 7 
1 9 5 8 . 4 
2 9 2 6 0 . 6 
-ON 
{%) 
0 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 6 
3 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .4 
0 . 8 
2 . 7 
3 . 8 
2 . 0 
2 1 . 6 
13 .4 
1 9 . 0 
2 . 6 
1 3 . 8 
6 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 1 5 . 5 
3 1 7 . 3 
6 6 . 8 
1 0 1 . 5 
2 4 . 9 
3 4 2 4 . 2 
1 0 3 7 . 7 
4 7 7 . 6 
4 1 7 . 5 
2 2 8 . 4 
2 0 2 6 . 3 
1 1 0 6 . 9 
5 8 5 . 5 
1 2 8 4 8 . 5 
16054 . 1 
5 5 7 0 . 3 
7 5 4 . 3 
4 0 2 9 . 7 
5 2 9 9 . 3 
5 4 5 8 6 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
6 . 3 
1 .9 
0 . 9 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
3 . 7 
2 . 0 
1 . 1 
23 . 5 
2 9 . 4 
1 0 . 2 
1 .4 
7 . 4 
9 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
FLOW-ON 
(Jobs) {%) 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Mining 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 7 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
48 .4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 5 1 . 2 
4 2 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 3 . 6 
1 1 . 4 
1 5 . 6 
1 .9 
3 .2 
0 . 8 
5 6 . 7 
4 6 . 2 
1 8 . 7 
1 6 . 3 
8 . 6 
3 1 . 5 
2 9 . 3 
1 9 . 7 
4 3 5 . 2 
1 3 7 . 8 
2 1 1 . 7 
2 9 . 5 
1 9 2 . 0 
1 3 7 . 0 
0 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 .3 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
2 . 2 
2 . 1 
1 .4 
3 1 . 0 
9 . 8 
1 5 . 1 
2 . 1 
13 . 7 
9 . 8 
1 1 . 4 
1 5 . 6 
1 .9 
3 .2 
0 . 8 
143 . 9 
4 6 . 2 
1 8 . 7 
1 6 . 3 
8 . 6 
7 9 . 9 
2 9 . 3 
1 9 . 7 
8 8 6 . 4 
5 6 5 . 6 
2 1 1 . 7 
2 9 . 5 
1 9 2 . 0 
3 7 0 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
5 . 4 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
3 . 0 
1 . 1 
0 . 7 
3 3 . 4 
2 1 . 3 
8 . 0 
1 . 1 
7 . 2 
14 .0 
1 2 4 8 . 2 1 4 0 3 . 2 1 0 0 . 0 2 6 5 1 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-6 Sunshine Coast Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors 
SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
62284, 
43492 
51753 
95245 
.7 
.2 
.6 
.9 
13393 .2 
13976 .8 
27370 .0 
647.2 
675.4 
1322.6 
Impact Multiplier 2.19 2 . 0 4 2 . 0 4 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
ON 
(%) $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
OTAL 
(%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Othe r M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
6264.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0 .0 
2942.2 
0.0 
0.0 
4048.7 
18184.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
12052 .7 
379.1 
650.9 
118.9 
209.0 
30.8 
5463 .4 
2302.0 
1129.3 
935.2 
675.0 
4001.9 
2093.2 
898.8 
7908.8 
4484 .6 
12920.5 
623 .9 
3376.5 
3551.7 
0.7 
1.3 
0.2 
0.4 
0.1 
10.6 
4 .4 
2.2 
1.8 
1.3 
7.7 
4.0 
1.7 
15.3 
8.7 
25 .0 
1.2 
6.5 
6.9 
379.1 
650.9 
118.9 
209.0 
30.8 
11727.7 
2302.0 
1129.3 
935.2 
675.0 
6944.1 
2093.2 
898.8 
11957.5 
22668.9 
12920.5 
623.9 
3376.5 
15604.5 
0.4 
0.7 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
12 .3 
2.4 
1.2 
1.0 
0.7 
7.3 
2.2 
0.9 
12.6 
23 .8 
13 .6 
0.7 
3.5 
16.4 
TOTAL 4 3 4 9 2 . 2 5 1 7 5 3 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 9 5 2 4 5 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 
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SUNSHINE COAST REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
{$'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 5 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 5 5 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 0 1 . 7 
7 5 4 9 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 3 6 . 7 
7 6 . 6 
1 2 4 . 0 
2 7 . 5 
44 . 3 
1 2 . 3 
5 6 6 . 9 
5 1 6 . 7 
223 . 8 
1 7 9 . 2 
9 5 . 4 
3 4 6 . 8 
5 1 9 . 4 
2 9 8 . 7 
3 1 2 8 . 8 
1 8 6 1 . 9 
2 5 9 1 . 6 
3 6 0 . 3 
2 0 1 9 . 3 
983 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 1 
3 . 7 
1 .6 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 5 
3 . 7 
2 . 1 
2 2 . 4 
1 3 . 3 
1 8 . 5 
2 . 6 
14 .4 
7 . 0 
7 6 . 6 
1 2 4 . 0 
2 7 . 5 
4 4 . 3 
1 2 . 3 
1 2 1 7 . 0 
5 1 6 . 7 
2 2 3 . 8 
1 7 9 . 2 
9 5 . 4 
6 0 1 . 8 
5 1 9 . 4 
2 9 8 . 7 
4 7 3 0 . 5 
9 4 1 1 . 7 
2 5 9 1 . 6 
3 6 0 . 3 
2 0 1 9 . 3 
4 3 1 9 . 9 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 4 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 3 
2 . 2 
1 .9 
1 . 1 
1 7 . 3 
34 .4 
9 . 5 
1 .3 
7 . 4 
1 5 . 8 
TOTAL 13393 .2 13976.8 100.0 27370.0 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
FLOW-ON 
(Jobs) (%) 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
Fo res t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmeta l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Public Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 0 . 5 
2 6 6 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 3 . 3 
4 . 1 
6 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 .4 
0 . 4 
2 3 . 8 
23 .0 
8 . 8 
7 . 0 
3 . 6 
1 3 . 7 
13 . 8 
1 0 . 0 
2 1 5 . 9 
6 5 . 6 
9 8 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
9 6 . 2 
6 8 . 8 
0 . 6 
0 . 9 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 5 
3 . 4 
1 .3 
1 .0 
0 . 5 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 5 
3 2 . 0 
9 . 7 
1 4 . 6 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 2 
1 0 . 2 
4 . 1 
6 . 1 
0 . 8 
1 .4 
0 . 4 
5 1 . 1 
23 .0 
8 . 8 
7 . 0 
3 .6 
2 3 . 7 
1 3 . 8 
1 0 . 0 
3 2 6 . 4 
3 3 1 . 6 
9 8 . 5 
1 4 . 1 
9 6 . 2 
3 0 2 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 9 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
1 .8 
1 .0 
0 . 8 
2 4 . 7 
2 5 . 1 
7 . 4 
1 . 1 
7 . 3 
2 2 . 8 
TOTAL 647.2 675.4 100.0 1322.6 100.0 
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Table D-7 Balance of Moreton Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
10971.4 
7816.3 
9328.8 
17145.1 
INCOME 
($'000) 
2292.0 
2481.5 
4773 .5 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
116 .7 
119.6 
236.3 
Impact Multiplier 2 .19 2.08 2.03 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) ($ 
FLOW-ON 
0 0 0 ) {'•• 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1595.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
266.2 
0.0 
0.0 
756.3 
2638.7 
0.0 
i/0 
o.o 
2559.6 
86.6 
137.6 
21.9 
36.1 
5.2 
1082.6 
394.4 
193.2 
164.3 
119.0 
751.6 
375.3 
144 .4 
1373.1 
792.4 
2318.9 
110.3 
591.5 
630.5 
0.9 
1.5 
0.2 
0.4 
0.1 
11.6 
4.2 
2.1 
1.8 
1.3 
8.1 
4.0 
1.5 
14.7 
8.5 
24.9 
1.2 
6.3 
6.8 
86.6 
137.6 
21.9 
36.1 
5.2 
2678.1 
394 .4 
193 .2 
164.3 
119.0 
1017.7 
375.3 
144 .4 
2129.4 
3431.1 
2318.9 
110.3 
591.5 
3190.2 
0.5 
0.8 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
15.6 
2.3 
1.1 
1.0 
0.7 
5.9 
2.2 
0.8 
12.4 
20.0 
13.5 
0.6 
3.5 
18.6 
TOTAL 7816.3 9328.8 100.0 17145.1 100.0 
Page 496 
Appendix D 
BALANCE OF MORETON REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
O t h e r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
O the r M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Othe r Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 6 5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 9 . 2 
1 0 9 5 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 0 8 . 6 
1 7 . 5 
2 6 . 2 
5 . 1 
7 . 7 
2 . 1 
1 1 2 . 3 
8 8 . 5 
3 8 . 3 
3 1 . 5 
1 6 . 8 
6 5 . 1 
9 3 . 1 
4 8 . 0 
5 4 3 . 2 
3 2 9 . 0 
4 6 5 . 1 
6 3 . 7 
3 5 3 . 7 
174 .6 
0 . 7 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
4 . 5 
3 . 6 
1 .5 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
2 . 6 
3 . 8 
1 .9 
2 1 . 9 
1 3 . 3 
1 8 . 7 
2 . 6 
1 4 . 3 
7 . 0 
1 7 . 5 
2 6 . 2 
5 . 1 
7 . 7 
2 . 1 
2 7 7 . 9 
8 8 . 5 
3 8 . 3 
3 1 . 5 
1 6 . 8 
8 8 . 2 
93 . 1 
4 8 . 0 
842 .4 
1424 . 5 
4 6 5 . 1 
6 3 . 7 
3 5 3 . 7 
8 8 3 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
5 . 8 
1 .9 
0 . 8 
0 . 7 
0 . 4 
1 .8 
2 . 0 
1 .0 
1 7 . 6 
2 9 . 8 
9 . 7 
1 .3 
7 . 4 
1 8 . 5 
TOTAL 2292 .0 2481.5 100.0 4773.5 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON BRISBANE-MORETON REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin . 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 . 6 
3 8 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 9 . 6 
1 1 6 . 7 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
0 . 9 
l a 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 7 
a.s 
l . S 
1 . 2 
0 . 6 
2 . 6 
2 . 5 
1 .6 
3 7 . 5 
1 1 . 6 
1 7 . 7 
2 . 5 
1 6 . 9 
1 2 . 2 
1 1 9 . 6 
-ON 
(%) 
0 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
3 . 9 
3 . 3 
1 .3 
1 .0 
0 . 5 
2 . 1 
2 . 1 
1 .3 
3 1 . 3 
9 . 7 
1 4 . 8 
2 . 1 
1 4 . 1 
1 0 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 9 
1 .3 
0 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
1 1 . 7 
3 . 9 
1 . 5 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
3 . 5 
2 . 5 
1 .6 
5 8 . 1 
5 0 . 2 
1 7 . 7 
2 . 5 
1 6 . 9 
6 1 . 8 
2 3 6 . 3 
(%) 
0 . 4 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 9 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
0 . 3 
1 .5 
1 .0 
0 . 7 
2 4 . 6 
2 1 . 2 
7 . 5 
1 . 1 
7 . 1 
2 6 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-8 Darling Downs Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
DARLING DOWNS REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
51874.4 
32996.5 
20044 .0 
53040.5 
1.61 
INCOME 
($'000) 
9792.8 
5869.0 
15661.7 
1.60 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
481.2 
275.2 
756.4 
1.57 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest, Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4169.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4461.5 
0.0 
0.0 
4311.9 
9622 .2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
10431.2 
2801.6 
2113 .6 
106.1 
0.0 
20.7 
1402 .4 
344 .4 
868.8 
232.1 
55.8 
189.2 
849.4 
354.5 
3316.9 
1888.4 
2855.2 
827.5 
1108.5 
708.8 
14 
10, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
7 , 
1, 
4 , 
1, 
0, 
0, 
4 , 
1, 
16, 
9, 
14 , 
4 , 
5 , 
3 , 
.0 
.5 
.5 
.0 
.1 
.0 
.7 
.3 
.2 
.3 
.9 
.2 
.8 
.5 
.4 
.2 
.1 
.5 
.5 
2801.6 
2113.6 
106.1 
0.0 
20.7 
5572 .2 
344 .4 
868.8 
232.1 
55.8 
4650.7 
849.4 
354.5 
7628.8 
11510.6 
2855.2 
827.5 
1108.5 
11140.0 
5.3 
4.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
10.5 
0.6 
1.6 
0.4 
0.1 
8.8 
1.6 
0.7 
14 .4 
21.7 
5.4 
1.6 
2.1 
21.0 
TOTAL 32996.5 20044.0 100.0 53040.5 100.0 
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DARLING DOWNS REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Pub l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 9 7 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 1 4 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 1 7 . 9 
4 0 7 0 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 8 9 2 . 4 
9 7 9 2 . 8 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
6 1 2 . 4 
4 5 2 . 1 
2 6 . 2 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
1 6 7 . 4 
1 2 1 . 5 
2 4 7 . 6 
7 6 . 2 
1 1 . 8 
2 6 . 0 
1 9 3 . 2 
1 1 3 . 8 
1 3 2 1 . 4 
7 9 8 . 9 
6 5 7 . 8 
2 5 4 . 5 
5 8 9 . 4 
1 9 6 . 6 
5 8 6 9 . 0 
-ON 
{%) 
1 0 . 4 
7 . 7 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 9 
2 . 1 
4 . 2 
1 .3 
0 . 2 
0 . 4 
3 . 3 
1 .9 
2 2 . 5 
1 3 . 6 
1 1 . 2 
4 . 3 
1 0 . 0 
3 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
612 .4 
4 5 2 . 1 
2 6 . 2 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
6 6 5 . 3 
1 2 1 . 5 
2 4 7 . 6 
7 6 . 2 
1 1 . 8 
6 4 0 . 1 
1 9 3 . 2 
113 .8 
3 0 3 9 . 3 
4 8 6 9 . 5 
6 5 7 . 8 
2 5 4 . 5 
5 8 9 . 4 
3 0 8 9 . 0 
1 5 6 6 1 . 7 
(%) 
3 . 9 
2 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 2 
0 . 8 
1 .6 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
4 . 1 
1 .2 
0 . 7 
1 9 . 4 
3 1 . 1 
4 .2 
1 .6 
3 . 8 
1 9 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON DARLING DOWNS REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Rec rea t ion , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 0 3 . 5 
1 4 5 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 1 . 0 
4 8 1 . 2 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
3 4 . 2 
2 3 . 6 
1 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
6 . 7 
5 . 3 
1 1 . 0 
2 . 9 
0 . 5 
1 .3 
6 . 3 
3 . 7 
7 9 . 6 
2 8 . 6 
2 5 . 3 
9 . 4 
2 3 . 3 
1 2 . 3 
2 7 5 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
1 2 . 4 
8 . 6 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
1 .9 
4 . 0 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
2 . 3 
1 .3 
2 8 . 9 
1 0 . 4 
9 . 2 
3 .4 
8 . 5 
4 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
3 4 . 2 
23 .6 
1 .0 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 6 . 8 
5 . 3 
1 1 . 0 
2 . 9 
0 . 5 
3 2 . 1 
6 . 3 
3 . 7 
1 8 3 . 2 
1 7 4 . 5 
2 5 . 3 
9 . 4 
2 3 . 3 
1 9 3 . 3 
7 5 6 . 4 
(%) 
4 . 5 
3 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 5 
0 . 7 
1 .5 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
4 . 2 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
2 4 . 2 
2 3 . 1 
3 . 4 
1 .2 
3 . 1 
2 5 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-9 Wide Bay-Burnett Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
16495.6 
10540.7 
7158.6 
17699.4 
4378.6 
2585.1 
6963.8 
214.2 
143 .0 
357.2 
Impact Multiplier 1.6i 1.59 1.67 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
($'000) 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
996, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
322, 
0, 
0, 
509, 
6409, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2302, 
10540, 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
,6 
.0 
.0 
.2 
.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.6 
.7 
FLOW-
($'000) 
365.7 
472 .6 
45.7 
101.6 
8.5 
494 .9 
165.0 
152.5 
61.1 
16.7 
19.4 
330.8 
137.0 
1494 .7 
532.4 
909.6 
348.7 
1102.0 
399.6 
7158.6 
-ON 
(%) 
5.1 
6.6 
0.6 
1.4 
0.1 
6.9 
2.3 
2 .1 
0.9 
0.2 
0.3 
4.6 
1.9 
20.9 
7.4 
12 .7 
4.9 
15 .4 
5.6 
100.0 
TOTAL 
($'000) 
365.7 
472.6 
45 .7 
101.6 
8.5 
1491.5 
165.0 
152.5 
61.1 
16.7 
341.9 
330.8 
137.0 
2003.9 
6942.3 
909.6 
348.7 
1102.0 
2702.2 
17699.4 
(%) 
2.1 
2.7 
0.3 
0.6 
0.0 
8.4 
0.9 
0.9 
0.3 
0.1 
1.9 
1.9 
0.8 
11.3 
39.2 
5.1 
2.0 
6.2 
15.3 
100.0 
Page 500 
Appendix D 
WIDE BAY BURNETT 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 6 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 3 9 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 9 9 . 2 
2 8 0 7 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 1 1 6 . 2 
4 3 7 8 . 6 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 5 . 2 
1 7 3 . 5 
2 2 . 0 
1 0 . 2 
2 . 4 
5 7 . 9 
3 1 . 9 
4 3 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
3 . 7 
8 . 4 
3 7 . 0 
4 2 . 3 
584 . 7 
2 3 3 . 2 
2 0 7 . 3 
1 9 8 . 8 
5 9 1 . 9 
193 . 7 
2 5 8 5 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
4 .8 
6 . 7 
0 . 9 
0 . 4 
0 . 1 
2 . 2 
1 .2 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
1 .4 
1 .6 
2 2 . 6 
9 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 7 
2 2 . 9 
7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 5 . 2 
173 . 5 
2 2 . 0 
1 0 . 2 
2 . 4 
1 7 4 . 6 
3 1 . 9 
4 3 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
3 . 7 
1 4 7 . 8 
3 7 . 0 
4 2 . 3 
783 . 9 
3 0 4 0 . 3 
2 0 7 . 3 
1 9 8 . 8 
5 9 1 . 9 
1 3 1 0 . 0 
6 9 6 3 . 8 
(%) 
1 . 8 
2 . 5 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
2 . 1 
0 . 5 
0 . 6 
1 1 . 3 
4 3 . 7 
3 . 0 
2 . 9 
8 . 5 
1 8 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WIDE BAY-BURNETT REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr ic . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, Paper Prod 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Se rvs 
Recreation, e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 5 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
13 .2 
9 8 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
9 0 . 3 
2 1 4 . 2 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
7 . 6 
1 0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
2 . 6 
1 .7 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 5 
1 .0 
1 . 2 
3 8 . 7 
8 . 1 
8 . 0 
8 . 5 
3 5 . 1 
1 5 . 7 
1 4 3 . 0 
-ON 
(%) 
5 . 3 
7 . 4 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
1 .8 
1 .2 
1 .2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 9 
2 7 . 1 
5 . 7 
5 . 6 
6 . 0 
24 . 5 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
7 . 6 
1 0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
7 . 7 
1 .7 
1 .7 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
8 . 0 
1 .0 
1 .2 
5 1 . 9 
1 0 6 . 2 
8 . 0 
8 . 5 
3 5 . 1 
1 0 5 . 9 
3 5 7 . 2 
(%) 
2 . 1 
3 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
2 . 2 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
1 4 . 5 
2 9 . 7 
2 . 2 
2 . 4 
9 . 8 
2 9 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-10 Fitzroy Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
FITZROY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
G r o s s L e v e l 
Ne t L e v e l 
F l o w - o n 
T o t a l 
I m p a c t M u l t i p l i e r 
OUTPUT 
{$ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 7 4 9 1 . 4 
17926 .4 
1 0 2 6 6 . 2 
2 8 1 9 2 . 6 
1 . 5 7 
INCOME 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
4 3 5 6 . 2 
2 6 0 3 . 5 
6 9 5 9 . 7 
1 . 6 0 
EMPLOYMENT 
( J o b s ) 
2 1 8 . 0 
1 2 3 . 1 
3 4 1 . 1 
1 . 5 6 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other Agr i c . 
Forest, F i sh ing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect ,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 3 0 5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 8 1 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 6 8 . 7 
5 7 1 4 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 8 5 6 . 6 
1 7 9 2 6 . 4 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 8 8 . 5 
1 4 2 9 . 9 
53 .6 
1 4 0 . 3 
2 2 . 6 
6 8 9 . 2 
1 4 6 . 3 
173 .2 
93 .2 
6 8 . 6 
1 8 0 . 8 
5 4 4 . 9 
1 2 2 . 8 
1 3 6 5 . 7 
8 5 2 . 0 
1 5 3 3 . 9 
5 5 8 . 3 
5 5 7 . 2 
4 4 5 . 3 
1 0 2 6 6 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
1 2 . 6 
1 3 . 9 
0 . 5 
1 .4 
0 . 2 
6 . 7 
1 .4 
1 .7 
0 . 9 
0 . 7 
1 .8 
5 . 3 
1 .2 
13 .3 
8 . 3 
1 4 . 9 
5 . 4 
5 . 4 
4 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 2 8 8 . 5 
1 4 2 9 . 9 
53 .6 
1 4 0 . 3 
2 2 . 6 
3 9 9 4 . 7 
1 4 6 . 3 
1 7 3 . 2 
9 3 . 2 
6 8 . 6 
2 0 6 2 . 2 
544 . 9 
122 . 8 
3534 .4 
6 5 6 6 . 2 
1 5 3 3 . 9 
5 5 8 . 3 
5 5 7 . 2 
5 3 0 1 . 9 
2 8 1 9 2 . 6 
(%) 
4 . 6 
5 . 1 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
1 4 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
7 . 3 
1 .9 
0 . 4 
12 . 5 
23 .3 
5 . 4 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 8 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
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FITZROY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
($'000) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
410.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
126.8 
0.0 
0.0 
833.8 
1616.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1369.0 
4356.2 
FLOW-
($'000) 
292.3 
252.9 
12 .0 
12.1 
7.6 
85.6 
53.6 
44.3 
8.2 
f»« 
12.2 
49.5 
43 .9 
525.1 
241.0 
284.3 
219.4 
324.4 
125.5 
2603 .5 
-ON 
(%) 
11.2 
9.7 
0.5 
0.5 
0.3 
3.3 
2.1 
1.7 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
1.9 
1.7 
20.2 
9.3 
10.9 
8.4 
12.5 
4.8 
100.0 
TOTAL 
($'000) 
292.3 
252.9 
12.0 
12.1 
7.6 
495.9 
53.6 
44.3 
8.2 
^§„&' 
139.0 
49.5 
43 .9 
1358.9 
1857.3 
284.3 
219.4 
324.4 
1494 .5 
6959.7 
(%) 
4.2 
3 .6 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
7.1 
0.8 
0.6 
0.1 
0.1 
2.0 
0.7 
0.6 
19.5 
26.7 
4.1 
3 .2 
4 .7 
21.5 
100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FITZROY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) (%) 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Othe r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Othe r M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin . 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 9 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 2 . 1 
4 9 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 9 . 3 
14 
13 
0 
0 
0 
4 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0, 
1, 
1, 
32, 
7, 
14, 
6, 
12, 
8. 
.7 
.5 
.3 
.3 
.2 
.1 
.4 
.0 
.2 
.4 
.7 
.2 
.3 
.8 
.4 
.3 
.3 
.8 
.2 
11 
10 
0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0, 
1 
1, 
26, 
6, 
11, 
5, 
10, 
6, 
.9 
.9 
.3 
.2 
.2 
.3 
.0 
.6 
.2 
.3 
.6 
.0 
.1 
.7 
.0 
.6 
.1 
.4 
.6 
14.7 
13.5 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
23.8 
2.4 
2.0 
0.2 
0.4 
7.9 
1.2 
1.3 
85.0 
57.2 
14.3 
6.3 
12.8 
97.5 
4.3 
3.9 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
7.0 
0.7 
0.6 
0.1 
0.1 
2.3 
0.4 
0.4 
24.9 
16.8 
4.2 
1.8 
3 .8 
28.6 
TOTAL 2 1 8 . 0 1 2 3 . 1 1 0 0 . 0 3 4 1 . 1 1 0 0 . 0 
Page 503 
Appendix D 
Table D-11 Mackay Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
MACKAY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
19844.0 
12939.0 
4648.8 
17587.8 
3020.0 
1316.3 
4336.3 
166, 
71, 
238, 
.8 
.6 
.4 
Impact Multiplier 1.36 1.44 1.43 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($ ' 000) 
FLOW-ON 
;$'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal Inciustry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1257.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
920.3 
0.0 
0.0 
979.5 
6082 .3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
3699.7 
79.4 
645.0 
12 .9 
1.0 
0.3 
324.8 
41.7 
25 .7 
15.1 
7.3 
62 .9 
209.3 
31.0 
856.1 
493 .9 
1050.1 
129.1 
378.5 
284 .6 
1.7 
13 .9 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
7.0 
0.9 
0.6 
0.3 
0.2 
1.4 
4.5 
0.7 
18.4 
10.6 
22 .6 
2 .8 
8.1 
6.1 
79.4 
645.0 
12.9 
1.0 
0.3 
1582.0 
41.7 
25.7 
15.1 
7.3 
983 .2 
209.3 
31.0 
1835.7 
6576.2 
1050.1 
129.1 
378.5 
3984.4 
0.5 
3 .7 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
9.0 
0.2 
0. 1 
0.1 
0.0 
5.6 
1.2 
0.2 
10.4 
37.4 
6.0 
0.7 
2 .2 
22 .7 
TOTAL 12939.0 4648.8 100.0 17587 . 8 100.0 
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MACKAY REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
($ ' 0 0 0 ) 
FLOW-ON 
; $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
TOTAL 
: $ ' 0 0 0 ) (%) 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
167, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
187 , 
0, 
0, 
365, 
1219, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
1081, 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.1 
.0 
.0 
.2 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.2 
16.5 
100.0 
1.5 
0.1 
0.1 
43 .3 
14.9 
9.7 
6.1 
1.2 
12 . 8 
44.2 
10.3 
319.2 
99.0 
265.8 
78.4 
210.1 
83 .2 
1.3 
7.6 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
3 .3 
1.1 
0.7 
0.5 
0.1 
1.0 
3 .4 
0.8 
24.2 
7.5 
20.2 
6.0 
16.0 
6.3 
16.5 
100.0 
1.5 
0.1 
0.1 
210.8 
14.9 
9.7 
6.1 
1.2 
199.9 
44 .2 
10.3 
684.3 
1318.0 
265.8 
78.4 
210.1 
1164 .4 
0.4 
2 .3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4.9 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
4.6 
1.0 
0.2 
15.8 
30.4 
6.1 
1.8 
4.8 
26.9 
TOTAL 3 0 2 0 . 0 1 3 1 6 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 4 3 3 6 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON MACKAY REGION 
SECTOR D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
FLOW-ON 
( J o b s ) I 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) (%) 
A n i m a l I n d u s t r y 
O t h e r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
C o a l M i n i n g 
O t h e r M i n i n g 
Food M f g . 
W o o d , P a p e r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
M e t a l P r o d M f g . 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
O t h e r M f g . 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
T r a d e 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c A d m i n . 
C o m m u n i t y S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
5 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 6 . 3 
4 5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
8 3 . 1 
0 
6 
0 
0, 
0, 
1, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
1, 
0, 
23 . 
3 . 
12 . 
3 . 
10. 
6, 
.9 
.6 
. 1 
.0 
.0 
.7 
.6 
.4 
.2 
.1 
.4 
.3 
.3 
,0 
7 
0 
5 
.5 
.4 
1, 
9, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
1, 
0. 
32 . 
5. 
16. 
4 . 
14 . 
8. 
.3 
.2 
. 1 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.8 
.6 
.3 
,1 
.5 
.9 
.5 
,1 
.1 
.8 
8 
6 
.9 
0, 
6, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
8, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
6, 
1, 
0, 
49, 
48, 
12 , 
3 , 
10, 
89, 
.9 
.6 
.1 
.0 
.0 
.4 
.6 
.4 
.2 
.1 
.0 
.3 
.3 
.2 
.8 
.0 
.5 
.5 
.5 
0, 
2 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
3 , 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0, 
2, 
0 
0 
20 
20 
5 
1 
4 
37 
.4 
.8 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.5 
.2 
.2 
.1 
.0 
.5 
.6 
.1 
.6 
.5 
.1 
.5 
.4 
.5 
TOTAL 1 6 6 . 8 7 1 . 6 1 0 0 . 0 2 3 8 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-12 Northern Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
NORTHERN REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
25656.8 
16553 .8 
9559.2 
26113 .0 
5925.2 
2984 .4 
8909.6 
255.7 
140.2 
395.9 
Impact Multiplier l.Si 1.50 1.55 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T ranspo r t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0; . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 0 2 8 . 4 
0 , 0 
g,.Q 
©.,$ 
0 .0 
1 6 6 6 . 0 
,0.0 
f . « 
1 7 8 4 . 1 
6 3 4 7 . 3 
0 . 0 
Q . 0 
0 . 0 
4 7 2 8 . 0 
1 6 5 5 3 . 8 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 8 1 . 3 
9 1 5 . 9 
24 .4 
2 1 . 1 
1 3 . 9 
4 6 0 . 3 
1 5 0 . 2 
1 9 8 . 3 
1 1 8 . 4 
3 5 . 9 
1 1 6 . 5 
5 8 4 . 5 
253 . 5 
2 0 3 2 . 4 
8 4 7 . 7 
1 9 3 3 . 4 
3 5 6 . 1 
6 2 1 . 1 
5 9 4 . 0 
9 5 5 9 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
2 . 9 
9 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
4 . 8 
1 .6 
2 . 1 
1 .2 
0 . 4 
1 .2 
6 . 1 
2 . 7 
2 1 . 3 
8 . 9 
2 0 . 2 
3 . 7 
6 . 5 
6 . 2 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 8 1 . 3 
9 1 5 . 9 
24 .4 
2 1 . 1 
13 . 9 
2488 . 7 
1 5 0 . 2 
1 9 8 . 3 
1 1 8 . 4 
3 5 . 9 
1 7 8 2 . 5 
5 8 4 . 5 
2 5 3 . 5 
3 8 1 6 . 6 
7 1 9 5 . 1 
1 9 3 3 . 4 
3 5 6 . 1 
6 2 1 . 1 
5 3 2 2 . 0 
2 6 1 1 3 .0 
(%) 
1 . 1 
3 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
9 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 8 
0 . 5 
0 . 1 
6 . 8 
2 . 2 
1 .0 
1 4 . 6 
2 7 . 6 
7 . 4 
1.4 
2 . 4 
2 0 . 4 
1 0 0 . 0 
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NORTHERN REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest, Fishing 
Coal Mining 
other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
($'000) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
238.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
264 .3 
0.0 
0.0 
697.3 
2985.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1740.4 
5925.2 
FLOW-
($'000) 
79.7 
159.2 
4.8 
5.1 
0.7 
54.1 
46.3 
50.9 
7.3 
7.7 
18.5 
113 .7 
83 .4 
794.4 
398.7 
451.3 
165.7 
324.4 
218.7 
2984 .4 
-ON 
(%) 
2.7 
5.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 
1.8 
1.5 
1.7 
0.2 
0.3 
0.6 
3 .8 
2.8 
26.6 
13.4 
15.1 
5.6 
10.9 
7.3 
100.0 
TOTAL 
($'000) 
79.7 
159.2 
4,8 
5.1 
0.7 
292.2 
46.3 
50.9 
7.3 
7,7 
282.7 
113 .7 
83 .4 
1491.7 
3383 .8 
451.3 
165.7 
324.4 
1959.0 
8909.6 
(%) 
0.9 
1.8 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
3.3 
0.5 
0.6 
0.1 
0.1 
3.2 
1.3 
0.9 
16.7 
38.0 
5.1 
1.9 
3.6 
22.0 
100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON NORTHERN REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
10.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
14 .2 
0.0 
0.0 
44 .0 
100.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
86.2 
255.7 
FLOW-
(Jobs) 
4.7 
9.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
2.4 
2.1 
2.2 
0.2 
0.3 
1.0 
4.0 
3.0 
50.1 
13.4 
18.1 
6.0 
12.5 
10.8 
140.2 
-ON 
(%) 
3 .3 
6.4 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
1.7 
1.5 
1.6 
0.1 
0.2 
0.7 
2.8 
2.1 
35.7 
9.6 
12.9 
4.3 
9.0 
7.7 
100.0 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) 
4,,,7 
»,1 
O.a 
0.1 
0.0 
13.1 
2.1 
2.2 
0.2 
0.3 
15.2 
4si 
3 .0 
94.0 
114.1 
18.1 
6.0 
12.5 
97.0 
395.9 
(%) 
1.2 
2.3 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
3.3 
0.5 
0.6 
0.1 
0.1 
3.8 
1.0 
0.7 
23.8 
28.8 
4.6 
1.5 
3.2 
24 .5 
100.0 
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Table D-13 FarNorth Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
36882.3 
24321.1 
11381.2 
35702.3 
1.47 
INCOME 
($'000) 
7590.8 
3590.8 
11181.5 
1 .47 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
392.6 
176.2 
568.9 
1.45 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2570.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1535.9 
0.0 
0.0 
2006.2 
8386.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
9822.6 
475.3 
1601.9 
56.2 
0.0 
22.1 
619.1 
252.4 
207.2 
81.4 
45 .4 
116.9 
737.5 
300.1 
2209.0 
831.8 
1629.5 
475.0 
877.9 
842 .7 
4.2 
14.1 
0.5 
0.0 
0.2 
5.4 
2.2 
1.8 
0.7 
0.4 
1.0 
6.5 
2.6 
19.4 
7.3 
14.3 
4.2 
7.7 
7.4 
475 .3 
1601.9 
56.2 
0.0 
22.1 
3189.4 
252.4 
207.2 
81.4 
45.4 
1652.8 
737.5 
300.1 
4215.1 
9217.9 
1629.5 
475.0 
877.9 
10665.3 
1.3 
4 .5 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 
8.9 
0.7 
0.6 
0.2 
0.1 
4.6 
2 .1 
0.8 
11.8 
25.8 
4.6 
1.3 
2.5 
29.9 
TOTAL 24321.1 11381.2 100.0 35702.3 100.0 
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FAR NORTH QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 1 2 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 6 4 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 5 1 . 2 
3 3 2 5 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 8 3 7 . 1 
7 5 9 0 . 8 
FLOW-
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 7 . 5 
2 5 0 . 8 
1 5 . 3 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
7 5 . 3 
7 2 . 1 
6 2 . 5 
2 2 . 2 
5 . 3 
2 7 . 8 
1 4 0 . 6 
8 6 . 3 
8 2 7 . 1 
3 2 9 . 8 
353 . 9 
2 8 9 . 0 
6 3 8 . 2 
2 4 3 . 4 
3 5 9 0 . 8 
-ON 
(%) 
4 . 1 
7 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 1 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
0 . 8 
3 . 9 
2 .4 
2 3 . 0 
9 . 2 
9 . 9 
8 . 0 
1 7 . 8 
6 . 8 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
{ $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
1 4 7 . 5 
2 5 0 . 8 
1 5 . 3 
0 . 0 
3 . 6 
3 8 7 . 8 
7 2 . 1 
6 2 . 5 
2 2 . 2 
5 . 3 
3 9 2 . 5 
1 4 0 . 6 
8 6 . 3 
1 5 7 8 . 3 
3 6 5 5 . 0 
353 . 9 
2 8 9 . 0 
6 3 8 . 2 
3 0 8 0 . 5 
1 1 1 8 1 . 5 
(%) 
1.3 
2 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 5 
0 . 6 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
3 . 5 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
14 . 1 
3 2 . 7 
3 . 2 
2 . 6 
5 . 7 
2 7 . 5 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON FAR NORTH REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other Min ing 
Food Mfg. 
Wood, P a p e r P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Bus iness S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
D I R E C T 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
14 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 3 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 7 . 0 
1 2 9 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 7 8 . 7 
3 9 2 . 6 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
8 . 6 
14 .4 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
3 . 4 
4 . 0 
2 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
1 . 8 
4 . 6 
3 . 3 
5 1 . 8 
1 2 . 9 
1 4 . 2 
1 2 . 0 
2 5 . 2 
1 5 . 3 
1 7 6 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
4 . 9 
8 . 2 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 .9 
2 . 2 
1 .6 
0 . 6 
0 . 1 
1 .0 
2 . 6 
1 .9 
2 9 . 4 
7 . 3 
8 . 0 
6 . 8 
1 4 . 3 
8 . 7 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
8 . 6 
1 4 . 4 
0 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 7 . 4 
4 . 0 
2 . 8 
1 . 1 
0 . 2 
2 5 . 1 
4 . 6 
3 . 3 
9 8 . 8 
1 4 2 . 5 
14 .2 
1 2 . 0 
2 5 . 2 
1 9 4 . 0 
5 6 8 . 9 
(%) 
1 .5 
2 . 5 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 . 1 
0 . 7 
0 . 5 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
4 . 4 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 7 . 4 
2 5 . 0 
2 . 5 
2 . 1 
4 .4 
3 4 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-14 West Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
Gross Level 
Net Level 
Flow-on 
Total 
Impact Mult iplier 
OUTPUT 
($'000) 
6178.3 
3998.6 
1481.8 
5480 .4 
1.37 
INCOME 
($'000) 
1327.4 
469.1 
1796.5 
1.35 
EMPLOYMENT 
(Jobs) 
69.2 
23 .2 
92.4 
1.34 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
($'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal Industry 
Other Agric. 
Forest,Fishing 
Coal Mining 
Other Mining 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper Prod 
Machinery,Equip 
Metal Prod Mfg. 
Nonmetallic Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
Elect,Gas,Water 
Construction 
Trade 
Transport 
Business Servs 
Public Admin. 
Community Servs 
Recreation,etc. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
298.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
102.5 
0.0 
0.0 
191.0 
1540.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1866.4 
157.9 
86.0 
9.3 
0.0 
2.6 
52.3 
20.3 
5.1 
8.7 
2.0 
3.3 
83.6 
44 .5 
288.0 
217.4 
169.5 
85.0 
123 .6 
122.8 
10.7 
5.8 
0.6 
0.0 
0.2 
3 .5 
1.4 
0.3 
0.6 
0.1 
0.2 
5.6 
3 .0 
19.4 
14 .7 
11.4 
5.7 
8.3 
8.3 
157.9 
86.0 
9.3 
0*0 
2.6 
350 .4 
20.3 
5 .1 
ii,.^ 
2.0 
105.8 
83 .6 
44.5 
479.0 
1758 .1 
169.5 
85.0 
123 .6 
1989.2 
2.9 
1.6 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
6.4 
0.4 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
1.9 
1.5 
0.8 
8.7 
32.1 
3.1 
1.6 
2.3 
36.3 
TOTAL 3998.6 1481.8 100.0 5480.4 100.0 
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WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
O t h e r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
O t h e r M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood ,Pape r P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Meta l P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
O t h e r Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin . 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 1 . 6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 5 . 1 
5 9 1 . 9 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
6 1 1 . 9 
1 3 2 7 . 4 
FLOW-
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 . 4 
1 3 . 0 
2 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 . 1 
7 . 3 
4 . 1 
1 . 1 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 2 
1 5 . 6 
13 .6 
1 1 3 . 3 
83 . 5 
44 .4 
3 7 . 7 
6 5 . 3 
4 0 . 3 
4 6 9 . 1 
-ON 
(%) 
5 . 4 
2 . 8 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 2 
1 .6 
0 . 9 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
3 . 3 
2 . 9 
24 .2 
1 7 . 8 
9 . 5 
8 . 0 
1 3 . 9 
8 . 6 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( $ ' 0 0 0 ) 
2 5 . 4 
13 .0 
a.fl: 
o.a 
1 . 1 
4 9 . 0 
4 . 1 
1 , 1 
0 . 8 
0 . 4 
7 . 0 
1 5 . 6 
1 3 . 6 
1 8 8 . 4 
6 7 5 . 5 
44 .4 
3 7 . 7 
6 5 . 3 
6 5 2 . 2 
1 7 9 6 . 5 
(%) 
1.4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
2 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 9 
0 . 8 
1 0 . 5 
3 7 . 6 
2 . 5 
2 . 1 
3 . 6 
3 6 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON WEST QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Othe r A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
M a c h i n e r y , E q u i p 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin . 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
TOTAL 
DIRECT 
( J o b s ) 
0 . 0 
0,-6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 . 7 
2 3 . 1 
0 . 0 
O.i 
0 .0 
3 9 . 3 
6 9 . 2 
FLOW-
( J o b s ) 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
7 . 1 
3 . 3 
1 .9 
1 .5 
3 .0 
2 . 6 
2 3 . 2 
-ON 
(%) 
6 . 2 
3 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 0 
0 . 1 
1 .3 
0 . 7 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
2 . 3 
2 . 1 
3 0 . 7 
14 .0 
8 . 1 
6 . 6 
1 2 . 8 
1 1 . 1 
1 0 0 . 0 
TOTAL 
( J o b s ) 
1 .4 
0 . 7 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 1 
0-2 
0 .0 
0 , 0 
O.Q 
0 . 3 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
1 1 . 9 
2 6 . 3 
1 .9 
l . ' S 
3 . 0 
4 1 . 9 
9 2 . 4 
(%) 
1.6 
0 . 8 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 . 3 
0 . 2 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 3 
0 . 6 
0 . 5 
1 2 . 8 
2 8 . 5 
2 . 0 
1 .7 
3 .2 
4 5 . 3 
1 0 0 . 0 
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Table D-15 Total Queensland Region Output, Income and Employment Impacts for Daytripper Visitors. 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
TOTAL IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
OUTPUT INCOME EMPLOYMENT 
($'000) ($'000) (Jobs) 
Gross Level 608076.9 
Net Level 453513.6 130267.3 6641.4 
Flow-on 373089.1 101566.6 4938.5 
Total 826602.7 231833.9 11579.9 
Impact Multiplier 1.82 1.78 1.74 
DISAGGREGATED OUTPUT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT FLOW-ON TOTAL 
($'000) ($'000) (%) ($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 0 . 0 1 2 0 6 0 . 7 
O the r A g r i c . 0 . 0 1 5 6 8 7 . 7 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 0 . 0 1 3 2 5 . 1 
Coal M i n i n g 0 . 0 2 6 7 5 . 5 
O the r M i n i n g 0 . 0 5 5 2 . 9 
Food Mfg. 6 3 2 5 5 . 7 3 3 7 0 3 . 4 
Wood,Paper P r o d 0 . 0 1 2 9 8 0 . 0 
M a c h i n e r y , Ecquip 0 . 0 8 3 2 4 . 3 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 0 . 0 6 1 8 3 . 1 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 0 . 0 4 2 1 6 . 4 
Othe r Mfg. 4 9 8 4 7 . 2 2 1 2 7 9 . 0 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 0 . 0 1 6 0 5 1 . 5 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 0 . 0 6 2 6 0 . 8 
Trade 5 4 5 4 1 . 5 5 8 2 6 4 . 0 
T r a n s p o r t 1 4 9 8 6 3 . 4 3 2 3 6 3 . 0 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 0 . 0 8 4 5 3 7 . 1 
P u b l i c Admin . 0 . 0 7 6 9 6 . 0 
Community S e r v s 0 . 0 2 5 0 5 6 . 1 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 1 3 6 0 0 5 . 8 2 3 8 7 2 . 4 
TOTAL 4 5 3 5 1 3 . 6 3 7 3 0 8 9 . 1 1 0 0 . 0 8 2 6 6 0 2 . 7 1 0 0 . 0 
3 .2 
4.2 
0.4 
0.7 
0.1 
9.0 
3.5 
2 .2 
1.7 
1.1 
5.7 
4.3 
1.7 
15.6 
8.7 
22 .7 
2.1 
6.7 
6.4 
12060.7 
15687.7 
1325.1 
2675.5 
552.9 
96959.1 
12980.0 
8324.3 
6183.1 
4216.4 
71126.2 
16051.5 
6260.8 
112805.5 
182226 .4 
84537.1 
7696.0 
25056.1 
159878.2 
1.5 
1.9 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
11.7 
1.6 
1.0 
0.7 
0.5 
8.6 
1.9 
0.8 
13 .6 
22.0 
10.2 
0.9 
3 .0 
19.3 
Page 512 
Appendix D 
TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
DAYTRIPPER VISITORS 
VISITOR EXPENDITURE ANALYSIS 
DISAGGREGATED INCOME IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
($'000) 
FLOW-ON 
;$'000) (%) 
TOTAL 
($'000) (%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal M i n i n g 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Mach ine ry , Ecjuip 
Metal P r o d Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
T r a n s p o r t 
B u s i n e s s S e r v s 
P u b l i c Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
7 0 3 3 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
4 6 0 3 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 1 4 1 8 . 0 
5 7 4 4 9 . 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
3 9 7 6 3 . 5 
2 5 8 0 . 4 
3 1 5 6 . 6 
3 5 6 . 7 
3 0 4 . 7 
1 2 1 . 9 
3 7 4 7 . 7 
3 0 3 6 . 3 
1 7 9 7 . 5 
7 8 9 . 2 
6 2 6 . 3 
1 9 6 4 . 9 
2 8 2 8 . 0 
2 0 5 9 . 8 
2 2 8 7 9 . 8 
1 2 4 0 6 . 1 
17378 .2 
3 8 8 9 . 2 
14664 .0 
6 9 7 9 . 5 
2 . 5 
3 . 1 
0 . 4 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
3 . 7 . 
3 . 0 
1 .8 
0 . 8 
0 . 6 
1 .9 
2 . 8 
2 . 0 
2 2 . 5 
1 2 . 2 
1 7 . 1 
3 . 8 
1 4 . 4 
6 . 9 
2 5 8 0 . 4 
3 1 5 6 . 6 
3 5 6 . 7 
3 0 4 . 7 
1 2 1 . 9 
1 0 7 8 1 . 4 
3 0 3 6 . 3 
1 7 9 7 . 5 
7 8 9 . 2 
6 2 6 . 3 
6 5 6 7 . 9 
2 8 2 8 . 0 
2 0 5 9 . 8 
4 4 2 9 7 . 7 
6 9 8 5 5 . 2 
1 7 3 7 8 .2 
3 8 8 9 . 2 
14664 . 0 
4 6 7 4 3 . 0 
1 . 1 
1.4 
0 . 2 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
4 . 7 
1 .3 
0 . 8 
0 . 3 
0 . 3 
2 . 8 
1 .2 
0 . 9 
1 9 . 1 
3 0 . 1 
7 . 5 
1 .7 
6 . 3 
2 0 . 2 
TOTAL 130267.3 101566.6 100.0 231833.9 100.0 
DISAGGREGATED EMPLOYMENT IMPACTS ON TOTAL QUEENSLAND REGION 
SECTOR DIRECT 
(Jobs) 
FLOW-ON 
(Jobs) (%) 
TOTAL 
(Jobs) {%) 
Animal I n d u s t r y 
Other A g r i c . 
F o r e s t , F i s h i n g 
Coal Min ing 
Other M i n i n g 
Food Mfg. 
Wood,Paper P r o d 
Machinery, Ecjuip 
Metal P rod Mfg. 
N o n m e t a l l i c Mfg 
Other Mfg. 
E l e c t , G a s , W a t e r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n 
Trade 
Transpor t 
Business S e r v s 
Publ ic Admin. 
Community S e r v s 
R e c r e a t i o n , e t c . 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 9 9 . 7 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 8 8 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 4 3 9 . 9 
2 0 1 2 . 8 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
2 7 0 1 . 0 
1 4 5 . 1 
1 7 5 . 9 
13 . 5 
6 . 8 
3 . 1 
1 5 9 . 7 
1 3 7 . 7 
7 2 . 4 
2 7 . 1 
2 3 . 9 
8 0 . 3 
7 7 . 8 
6 8 . 7 
1 5 3 8 . 2 
4 3 4 . 7 
6 7 5 . 4 
1 4 9 . 0 
6 7 5 . 1 
474 . 1 
2 . 9 
3 . 6 
0 . 3 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
3 . 2 
2 . 8 
1 .5 
0 . 5 
0 . 5 
1 .6 
1 .6 
1 .4 
3 1 . 1 
8 . 8 
13 . 7 
3 .0 
13 . 7 
9 . 6 
1 4 5 . 1 
1 7 5 . 9 
13 . 5 
6 . 8 
3 . 1 
4 5 9 . 4 
1 3 7 . 7 
72 .4 
2 7 . 1 
23 . 9 
2 6 8 . 3 
7 7 . 8 
6 8 . 7 
2 9 7 8 . 1 
2 4 4 7 . 5 
6 7 5 . 4 
1 4 9 . 0 
6 7 5 . 1 
3 1 7 5 . 1 
1 .3 
1 .5 
0 . 1 
0 . 1 
0 . 0 
4 . 0 
1 .2 
0 . 6 
0 . 2 
0 . 2 
2 . 3 
0 . 7 
0 . 6 
2 5 . 7 
2 1 . 1 
5 . 8 
1 .3 
5 . 8 
2 7 . 4 
TOTAL 6641.4 4938.5 100.0 11579.9 100.0 
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APPENDIX E 
REGIONAL INDUSTRY ASIC^ CLASSIFICATION 
Table E. 1 Regional Industry ASIC Classification 
No. REGIONAL INDUSTRY ASIC INDUSTRY 
1 ANIMAL INDUSTRIES Sheep 
Meat cattle 
Milk cattle and pigs 
(01.01) 
(01.03) 
(01.04) 
2 OTHER AGRICULTURE Cereal Grains 
Poultry 
Other agriculture 
Services to agriculture 
(01.02 
(01.05) 
(01.06) 
(02.00) 
3 FORESTRY, FISHING 
4 COAL AND CRUDE PETROLEUM 
MINING 
5 OTHER MINING 
6 FOOD MANUFACTURING 
Forestry and logging (03.00) 
Fishing and hunting (04.00) 
Coal, oil and gas (12.00) 
Ferrous metal ores (11.01) 
Non-ferrous metal ores (11.02) 
Other minerals n.e.c. (14.00) 
Services to mining (16.00) 
Meat products (21.01) 
Milk products (21.02) 
Fruit and vegetable products (21.03) 
Margarines, oils and fats (21.04) 
Flour mill and cereal food products (21.05) 
Bread, cakes and biscuits (21.06) 
Confectionery and cocoa products (21.07) 
Food products n.e.c. (21.08) 
(including fish and sugar) 
Soft drinks, cordials and syrups (21.09) 
Beer and malt (21.10) 
Alcoholic beverages n.e.c. (21.11) 
Tobacco products (22.01) 
7 WOOD AND PAPER MANUFACTURING Sawmill products (25.01) 
Plywood, veneers and manufactured (25.02) 
boards 
Joinery and wood products n.e.c. (25.03) 
Furniture, mattresses, brooms and (25.04) 
brushes 
Pulp, paper and paperboard (26.01) 
Fibreboard and paper containers (26.02) 
Paper products n.e.c. (26.03) 
Publishing and printing (26.04) 
Australian Standard Industrial Classification 
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Paper stationery, printing and 
bookbinding, printing trade services n.e.c. 
(26.05) 
IVIACHINERY, APPLIANCES, 
EQUIPMENT 
Photographic, professional and scientific (33.01) 
equipment 
Television sets, radios, communications (33.02) 
and electronic equipment n.e.c. 
Refrigerators, household appliances n.e.c. (33.03) 
Electrical machinery and equipment n.e.c. (33.04) 
Agricultural machinery and equipment (33.05) 
Construction, earthmoving and materials (33.06) 
handling equipment 
Other machinery and equipment (33.07) 
Motor vehicles and parts and transport (32.01) 
equipment n.e.c. 
Ship and boat building and repair (32.02) 
Locomotives, rolling stock and repair (32.03) 
Aircraft building and repair (32.04) 
9 METALS, METAL PRODUCTS Basic iron and steel (29.01) 
Basic non-ferrous metal products (29.02) 
Fabricated structural metal products (31.01) 
Metal containers, sheet metal products (31.02) 
Cutlery and hand tools, metal coating and (31.03) 
finishing and metal products n.e.c. 
10 NON-METALLIC MINERAL PRODUCTS Glass and glass products (28.01) 
Clay products and refractories (28.02) 
Cement (28.03) 
Ready-mix concrete (28.04) 
Concrete products (28.05) 
Gypsum, plaster and other non-metallic (28.06) 
mineral products 
11 OTHER MANUFACTURING Chemical fertilisers (27.01) 
Industrial chemicals n.e.c. (plastic (27.02) 
materials, synthetic resins, industrial 
gases, synthetic rubber, other basic 
chemicals) 
Paints, varnishes and lacquers (27.03) 
Pharmaceutical and veterinary products, (27.04) 
agricultural chemicals 
Soap and other detergents (27.05) 
Cosmetic and toilet preparations (27.06) 
Chemical products n.e.c. (including (27.07) 
ammunition, explosives and fireworks) 
Petroleum and coal products (27.08) 
Prepared fibres (cotton ginning, wool (23.01) 
scouring, top making) 
Man-made fibres, yarns and fabrics (23.02) 
Cotton, silk and flax yarns, fabrics and (23.03) 
household textiles 
Wool and worsted yarns and fabrics (23.04) 
Textile finishing (23.05) 
Textile floor covering, felt and felt products (23.06) 
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Textile products n.e.c. (including canvas, 
rope, etc.) 
Knitting mills 
Clothing 
Footwear 
Leather tanning, leather and leather 
substitute products n.e.c. 
Rubber products 
Plastic and related products 
Signs, advertising displays, writing and 
marking equipment 
Ophthalmic articles, jewellery, silverware 
and other manufacturing 
(23.07) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.03) 
(34.01) 
(34.02) 
(34.03) 
(34.04) 
(34.05) 
12 ELECTRICITY, GAS, WATER 
13 BUILDING, CONSTRUCTION 
14 TRADE 
15 TRANSPORT, COMMUNICATION 
Electricity generation and distribution 
Gas production and distribution 
Water, sewerage and drainage 
Residential building 
Other building and construction 
Wholesale trade 
Retail trade 
Mechanical repairs 
Other repairs 
(36.01) 
(36.02) 
(37.01) 
(41.01) 
(41.02) 
(47.01) 
(48.01) 
(49.01) 
(49.02) 
Road transport (51.01) 
Rail transport, other transport and storage (52.01) 
Water transport (53.01) 
Airtransport (54.01) 
Communication (56.01) 
16 FINANCE, BUSINESS SERVICES Banking 
Non-bank finance and life insurance 
Other insurance 
Investment, real estate and leasing 
Technical and other business services 
Ownership of dwellings 
(61.01) 
(61.02) 
(61.03) 
(61.04) 
(61.05) 
(61.06) 
17 PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION Public administration 
Defence 
(71.01) 
(72.01) 
18 COMMUNITY SERVICES Health (81.01) 
Education, museums and library services (82.01) 
Welfare services, religious and community (83.01) 
organisations 
19 RECREATION, PERSONAL SERVICES Entertainment and recreational services (91.01) 
Restaurants, hotels and clubs (92.01) 
Personal services (93.01) 
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APPENDIX F 
NATIONAL ASIC INDUSTRY CLASSIFICATION^ 
INDUSTRY 
NUMBER 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Sheep 
Cereal grains (including oilseeds n.e.c.) 
Meat cattle 
Milk cattle and pigs 
Poultry 
Other agriculture 
Services to agriculture 
Forestry and logging 
Fishing and hunting 
Ferrous metal ores 
Non-ferrous metal ores 
Coal, oil and gas 
Other minerals n.e.c. 
Services to mining 
Meat products 
Milk products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Margarines, oils and fats n.e.c. 
Flour mill and cereal food products 
Bread, cakes and biscuits 
Confectionery and cocoa products 
Food products n.e.c.(including fish and sugar) 
Soft drinks, cordials and syrups 
Beer and malt 
Alcoholic beverages n.e.c. 
Tobacco products 
Prepared fibres (cotton ginning, wool scouring, top making) 
Man-made fibres, yarns and broad-woven fabrics 
Cotton, silk and flax yarns, fabrics and household textiles 
Wool and worsted yarns and broad-woven fabrics 
Textile finishing 
Textile floor covering, felt and felt products 
Textile products n.e.c. (including canvas, rope, etc.) 
Knitting mills 
Clothing 
Footwear 
Sawmill products 
Veneers and manufactured wood boards 
Joinery and wood products n.e.c. 
Furniture, mattresses, brooms and brushes 
Pulp, paper and paperboard 
INDUSTRY CODE 
(01.01) 
(01.02) 
(01.03) 
(01.04) 
(01.05) 
(01.06) 
(02.00) 
(03.00) 
(04.00) 
(11.01) 
(11.02) 
(12.00) 
(14.00) 
(16.00) 
(21.01) 
(21.02) 
(21.03) 
(21.04) 
(21.05) 
(21.06) 
(21.07) 
(21.08) 
(21.09) 
(21.10) 
(21.11) 
(22.01) 
(23.01) 
(23.02) 
(23.03) 
(23.04) 
(23.05) 
(23.06) 
(23.07) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.03) 
(25.01) 
(25.02) 
(25.03) 
(25.04) 
(26.01) 
Australian Standard Industrial Classification 
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National ASIC Industry Classification (continued) 
INDUSTRY 
NUMBER 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Fibreboard and paper containers 
Paper products n.e.c. 
Publishing and printing 
Paper stationery, printing and bookbinding, printing trade services n.e.c. 
Chemical fertilisers 
Industrial chemicals n.e.c. (plastic materials, synthetic resins, industrial 
gases, synthetic rubber, other basic chemicals) 
Paints, varnishes and lacquers 
Pharmaceutical and veterinary products, pesticides 
Soap and other detergents 
Cosmetic and toilet preparations 
Chemical products n.e.c. (including ammunition, explosives and 
fireworks) 
Petroleum and coal products 
Glass and glass products 
Clay products and refractories 
Cement 
Ready-mix concrete 
Concrete products 
Gypsum, plaster and other non-metallic mineral products 
Basic iron and steel 
Basic non-ferrous metal products 
Fabricated structural metal products 
Metal containers, sheet metal products 
Cutlery and hand tools, metal coating and finishing and metal products 
n.e.c. 
Motor vehicles and parts and transport equipment n.e.c. 
Ship and boat building and repair 
Locomotives, rolling stock and repair 
Aircraft building and repair 
Photographic, professional and scientific equipment 
Television sets, radios, communications and electronic equipment n.e.c. 
Refrigerators, household appliances n.e.c. 
Electrical machinery and equipment n.e.c. 
Agricultural machinery and equipment 
Construction, earthmoving and materials handling equipment 
Other machinery and equipment 
Leather tanning, leather and leather substitute products n.e.c. 
Rubber products 
Plastic and related products 
Signs, advertising displays, writing and marking equipment 
Ophthalmic articles, jewellery, silvenware and other manufacturing 
Electricity generation and distribution 
Gas production and distribution 
Water, sewerage and drainage 
Residential building 
INDUSTRY CODE 
(26.02) 
(26.03) 
(26.04) 
(26.05) 
(27.01) 
(27.02) 
(27.03) 
(27.04) 
(27.05) 
(27.06) 
(27.07) 
(27.08) 
(28.01) 
(28.02) 
(28.03) 
(28.04) 
(28.05) 
(28.06) 
(29.01) 
(29.02) 
(31.01) 
(31.02) 
(31.03) 
(32.01) 
(32.02) 
(32.03) 
(32.04) 
(33.01) 
(33.02) 
(33.03) 
(33.04) 
(33.05) 
(33.06) 
(33.07) 
(34.01) 
(34.02) 
(34.03) 
(34.04) 
(34.05) 
(36.01) 
(36.02) 
(37.01) 
(41.01) 
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National ASIC Industry Classification (continued) 
INDUSTRY 
NUMBER 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 
100 
101 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Other building and construction 
Wholesale trade 
Retail trade 
Mechanical repairs 
Other repairs 
Road transport 
Rail transport, other transport and storage 
Water transport 
Air transport 
Communication 
Banking 
Non-bank finance and life insurance 
Other insurance 
Investment, real estate and leasing 
Technical and other business services 
Ownership of dwellings 
Public administration 
Defence 
Health 
Education, museums and library services 
Welfare and religious institutions and other community services 
Entertainment and recreational services 
Restaurants, hotels and clubs 
Personal services 
INDUSTRY CODE 
(41.02) 
(47.01) 
(48.01) 
(49.01) 
(49.02) 
(51.01) 
(52.01) 
(53.01) 
(54.01) 
(56.01) 
(61.01) 
(61.02) 
(61.03) 
(61.04) 
(61.05) 
(61.06) 
(71.01) 
(72.01) 
(81.01) 
(82.01) 
(83.01) 
(91.01) 
(92.01) 
(93.01) 
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APPENDIX G 
ALLOCATION OF HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURE THREE-DIGIT 
COMMODITIES TO INPUT-OUTPUT INDUSTRIES 
A) Major Commodity : Food 
Commodity 
151-152 
153 
154-155 
156 
157-160 
161-166 
167 
168 
169 
170 
171 
172-174 
175 
176-179 
180 
181-182 
183 
184 
185 
186 
187 
188 
189-193 
194 
195-196 
IS? 
198 
199-203 
204 
205-206 
207 
208 
209 
210 
211 
212 
213 
t14 
Bread 
Flour 
Cakes, tarts, puddings : Biscuits 
Cake, biscuit, pudding and bread mixes 
Breakfast and other cereals 
Processed meat (including ham, bacon 
and sausages) 
Beef and veal 
Mutton and lamb 
Pork (excluding bacon and ham) 
Poultry 
Game 
Other meat and meat undefined 
Fresh fish and other fresh seafoods 
Frozen, canned and processed fish and 
other seafood : Undefined fish and other 
seafood 
Fresh eggs 
Fresh milk and cream 
Cheese 
Butter 
Powdered milk 
Dairy products and eggs n.e.c. 
Margarine 
Edible oils and fats n.e.c. 
Fresh fruit 
Canned, frozen and bottled fruit 
Dried fruit: Fruit undefined 
Nuts 
Fresh potatoes 
Other fresh vegetables 
Frozen vegetables 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Bread, cakes and biscuits (21.06) 
Flour mill and cereal food products (21.05) 
Bread, cakes and biscuits (21.06) 
Flour mill and cereal food products (21.05) 
Flour mill and cereal food products (21.05) 
Meat products 
Meat products 
Meat products 
Meat products 
Meat products 
Fishing and hunting 
Meat products 
Fishing and hunting 
Other food products 
Poultry 
Milk products 
Milk products 
Milk products 
Milk products 
1/2 Milk products 
1/2 Wholesale trade 
Margarine and oils and fats n.e.c. 
Margarine and oils and fats n.e.c. 
Other agriculture 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
1/3 Other agriculture 
(21.01) 
(21.01) 
(21.01) 
(21.01) 
(21.01) 
(04.00) 
(21.01) 
(04.00) 
(21.08) 
(01.05) 
(21.02) 
(21.02) 
(21.02) 
(21.02) 
(21.02) 
(47.01) 
(21.04) 
(21.04) 
(01.06) 
(21.03) 
(21.03) 
(01.06) 
1/3 Confectionery and cocoa (21.07) 
products 
1/3 Other food products 
Other agriculture 
Other agriculture 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Other processed vegetables : Vegetables Fruit and vegetable products 
undefined 
Sugar 
Marmalades, jams and conserves 
Honey 
Syrups 
Jellies and desserts 
Potato crisps and other savoury 
confections 
Chocolate confectionery 
Ice confectionery 
Other food products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Other agriculture 
Other food products 
(21.08) 
(01.06) 
(01.06) 
(21.03) 
(21.03) 
(21.08) 
(21.03) 
(01.06) 
(21.08) 
Flour mill and cereal food products (21.05) 
Other food products (21.08) 
Confectionery and cocoa products (21.07) 
Milk products (21.02) 
Appendix G 
215 
216 
217 
218 
219 
220-223 
224 
225 
226-230 
231 
232-234 
235 
236 
237 
238 
239-240 
Confectionery n.e.c. 
Tea (packaged) 
Coffee (packaged) 
Canned and packeted soup 
Proprietary food drinks n.e.c. 
Spices and herbs : Sauces and salad 
dressings : Spreads and mixes n.e.c: 
Food additives n.e.c. 
Baked beans and canned spaghetti 
Canned and bottled baby food 
Prepared meals, food n.e.c. and food 
undefined 
Soft drinks and aerated waters 
Fruit and vegetable juice 
Cordials 
Milk based beverages n.e.c. 
Non-alcoholic beverages undefined 
Meals in restaurants, hotels, clubs, etc. 
Snacks, take-away foods (not frozen): 
School lunch money 
Confectionery and cocoa products (21.07) 
Other food products 
Other food products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
1/2 Milk products 
1/2 Fruit and vegetable products 
Other food products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Other food products 
Soft drinks, cordials and syrups 
Fruit and vegetable products 
Soft drinks, cordials and syrups 
Milk products 
Soft drinks, cordials and syrups 
01 Meat products 
0.1 Milk products 
0.1 Fruit and vegetable products 
(21.08) 
(21.08) 
(21.03) 
(21.02) 
(21.03) 
(21.08) 
(21.03) 
(21.03) 
(21.08) 
(21.09) 
(21.03) 
(21.09) 
(21.02) 
(21.09) 
(21.01) 
(21.02) 
(21.03) 
0.1 Margarine and oils and fats (21.04) 
n.e.c. 
0.1 Flour mill and cereal fooc 
products 
0.1 Bread, cakes and biscuits 
0.1 Confectionery and cocos 
products 
0.1 Other food products 
0.1 Soft drinks, cordials anc 
syrups 
0.1 Meat products 
0.1 Milk products 
0.1 Fruit and vegetable products 
0.1 Margarine and oils and fats 
n.e.c. 
0.1 Flour mill and cereal food 
products 
0.1 Bread, cakes and biscuits 
0.1 Confectionery and cocoa 
products 
0.1 Other food products 
0.1 Soft drinks, cordials and 
syrups 
1 (21.05) 
(21.06) 
1 (21.07) 
(21.08) 
1 (21.09) 
(21.01) 
(21.02) 
(21.03) 
; (21.04) 
(21.05) 
(21.06) 
(21.07) 
(21.08) 
(21.09) 
B) Major Commodity : Clothing 
Commodity 
301-304 
305 
306-308 
m 
m 
Men's Clothing 301-310 
Suits : Coats : Trousers : Jeans 
Cardigans, jumpers, sweaters and 
pullovers 
Shirts : Singlets, underwear and briefs : 
Sleepwear 
Other men's clothing : 
Men's clothing undefined 
Women's Clothing 311-319 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Clothing 
Knitting mills 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
Clothing 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.02) 
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311-313 
314 
315 
316-317 
318 
319 
Dresses, suits, skirts, trousers : Jeans : 
Coats 
Cardigans, jumpers, pullovers, sweaters, 
twinsets 
Foundation garments 
Clothing 
Knitting mills 
Clothing 
Singlets, spencers, slips, petticoats, briefs 1/2 Knitting mills 
and panties : Sleepwear 
Other women's clothing 
Women's clothing undefined 
Children's and Babies' Clothing 320-325 
320 
321 
322 
323-325 
324-325 
326-328 
329 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334-337 
MB 
339-340 
341 
Boys' singlets, underpants, briefs and 
sleepwear 
Boys' other clothing 
Girls' singlets, spencers, slips, petticoats, 
briefs, panties and sleepwear 
Girls' other clothing 
Babies' clothing : Children and Babies' 
clothing undefined 
Hosiery 
Hats and other headwear 
Clothing accessories 
Clothing materials 
Haberdashery 
Clothing undefined 
Footwear 
Dry cleaning and laundering of clothes 
Clothing repairs : Footwear repairs 
Hire of clothing and footwear 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Knitting mills 
1/2 Clothing 
Clothing 
Knitting mills 
Clothing 
1/2 Other textile products 
1/2 Clothing 
1/2 Cotton yarns etc. 
1/2 Worsted and woollen 
etc. 
1/4 Cotton yarns etc. 
1/4 Worsted and woollen 
1/4 Other metal products 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(24.02) 
(24.01) 
(24.02) 
(23.07) 
(24.02) 
(23.03) 
yarns (23.04) 
(23.03) 
yarns (23.04) 
(31.03) 
1/4 Plastic and related products (34.03) 
Clothing 
Footwear 
Personal services 
Other repairs 
Retail trade 
(24.02) 
(24.03) 
(93.01) 
(49.02) 
(48.01) 
C) Major Commodity : HOUSING 
Commodity 
101-109 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Current housing costs (selected dwelling) Ownership of dwellings (61.06) 
D) Major Commodity : HOUSEHOLD EQUIPMENT AND 
OPERATION 
Commodity 
121-122 
123-124 
125 
126-127 
128 
129 
Electricity 
Mains gas 
Bottled gas 
Heating oi l : Ke 
Wood (for fuel) 
Fuels n.e.c. 
rosene and Paraffin 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Electricity 
Gas 
Petroleum and coal products 
Petroleum and coal products 
Forestry and logging 
1/2 Coal, oil and gas 
1/2 Petroleum and coal products 
(36.01) 
(36.02) 
(27.08) 
(27.08) 
(03.00) 
(12.00) 
(27.08) 
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351-355 
356 
357 
358 
359 
360 
361 
362 
363 
364-366 
367 
368 
369 
370 
371-377 
an 
m§ 
381 
382 
383 
sm 
w§ 
MB 
387-388 
€lls 
401 
402 
403 
404 
405 
Furniture 
Carpets 
Floor rugs, mats and matting 
Vinyl and other sheet floor coverings 
Floor tiles 
Bed linen 
Blankets and travelling rugs 
Bedspreads and continental quilts 
Pillows and cushions 
Towels and face washers : Table and 
kitchen linen : Curtains 
Blinds 
Other household textiles 
Paintings, carvings and sculptures 
Other furnishings and ornaments 
Electrical household appliances 
Other non-electrical household 
appliances 
Tablewares 
Glassware 
Cutlery 
Cooking utensils 
Cleaning utensils 
Kitchen utensils n.e.c. 
Lawnmowers 
Gardening tools : Other tools 
4/5 Furniture and mattresses 
1/5 Sheet metal products 
Textile floor coverings, felt etc. 
4/5 Textile floor coverings, felt etc. 
1/5 Other manufacturing 
Plastic and related products 
1/2 Joinery and wood products 
1/2 Clay products and refractories 
Cotton yarns etc. 
1/3 Cotton yarns etc. 
(25.04) 
(31.02) 
(23.06) 
(23.06) 
(34.05) 
(34.03) 
(25.03) 
(28.02) 
(23.03) 
(23.03) 
1/3 Worsted and woollen yarns (23.04) 
1/3 Textile floor coverings, felt etc. 
Cotton yarns etc. 
1/2 Furniture and mattresses 
1/2 Rubber products 
Cotton yarns etc. 
1/2 Other textile products 
1/2 Other metal products 
Cotton yarns etc. 
Entertainment and recreationa 
services 
1/7 Cotton yarns etc. 
(23.06) 
(23.03) 
(25.04) 
(34.02) 
(23.03) 
(23.07) 
(31.03) 
(23.03) 
1 (91.01) 
(23.03) 
1/7 Joinery and wood products (25.03) 
n P (*• 
1 I.O.Lr. 
1/7 Glass and glass products 
1/7 Clay products and refractories 
1/7 Other metal products 
1/7 Plastic and related products 
1/7 Other manufacturing 
(28.01) 
(28.02) 
(31.03) 
(34.03) 
(34.05) 
Refrigerators, household (33.03) 
appliances etc. 
Other metal products 
4/5 Clay products and refractories 
1/5 Plastic and related products 
Glass and glass products 
4/5 Other metal products 
1/5 Other manufacturing 
1/10 Clay products anc 
refractories 
1/10 Sheet metal products 
4/5 Other metal products 
1/2 Plastic and related products 
1/2 Other manufacturing 
1/5 Other metal products 
1/5 Clay products and refractories 
2/5 Other metal products 
1/5 Plastic and related products 
(31.03) 
(28.02) 
(34.03) 
(28.01) 
(31.03) 
(34.05) 
1 (28.02) 
(31.02) 
(31.03) 
(34.03) 
(34.05) 
(31.03) 
(28.02) 
(31.03) 
(34.03) 
Refrigerators, household (33.03) 
appliances etc. 
Other metal products 
Household durables n.e.c. and household 1/2 Other metal products 
durables undefined 
Nails, screws and other fasteners 
Household soaps and detergents 
Household polishes 
Other household cleansing agents 
Paper products 
1/2 Plastic and related products 
Other metal products 
Soap and other detergents 
Other chemical products 
Soap and other detergents 
Paper products n.e.c. 
(31.03) 
(31.03) 
(34.03) 
(31.03) 
(27.05) 
(27.07) 
(27.05) 
(26.03) 
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406 
407 
408 
409 
Trees, shrubs and plants 
Gardening products n.e.c. 
Swimming pool chemicals 
Household non-durables n.e.c. 
410 Household non-durables undefined 
411 
412 
413 
414 
415 
416 
421 
,422-427 
Postal charges 
Telephone and telegram charges 
Pest control services 
Gardening services 
Housekeeping and cleaning services 
Household services n.e.c. 
Carpet cleaning 
Repair and maintenance of furniture, 
coverings, n.e.c, soft furnishings, 
household appliances, tools, household 
durables n.e.c, household durables 
undefined 
428-430 Hire of tools, household appliances, 
household durables n.e.c. 
431 Household appliance repairs insurance 
f i t Animal purchases 
620 Animal food 
621 Veterinary charges 
622 Animal minding charges 
623 Animal charges and expenses n.e.c. 
701 Watches and clocks 
702 Jewellery n.e.c. 
703 Travel goods, handbags, umbrellas, 
wallets etc. 
704 Pens, paper, stationery and writing pads 
705 Stationery equipment 
706 Ice 
707 Other miscellaneous goods 
720 Government duties and charges 
separately identified 
721 Selected financial institution charges 
723 Cash gifts, donations to charity 
725 Union dues, professional association 
subscriptions 
Other agriculture (01.06) 
1/2 Chemical fertilisers (27.01) 
1/2 Rubber products (34.02) 
Other basic chemicals (27.02) 
1/6 Paper products n.e.c. (26.03) 
1/6 Paints (27.03) 
1/6 Other electrical equipment (33.04) 
1/6 Rubber products (34.02) 
1/6 Plastic and related products (34.03) 
1/6 Other manufacturing (34.05) 
1/3 Other electrical equipment (33.04) 
1/3 Rubber products (34.02) 
1/3 Plastic and related products (34.03) 
Communications (56.01) 
Communications (56.01) 
Other business services (61.05) 
Personal services (93.01) 
112 Other business services (61.05) 
1/2 Personal services (93.01) 
Personal services (93.01) 
Other business services (61.05) 
Other repairs (49.02) 
Retail trade (48.01) 
Other insurance (61.03) 
Other agriculture (01.06) 
Other food products (21.08) 
Health (81.01) 
Persona! services (93.01) 
1/2 Pharmaceutical products etc. (27.04) 
1/2 Other non-metallic mineral (28.06) 
products 
Photographic, prof, and sci. (33.01) 
equipment 
Other manufacturing (34.05) 
1/3 Leather products (34.01) 
1/3 Plastic and related products (34.02) 
1/3 Other manufacturing (34.05) 
1/2 Paper stationery etc. (26.05) 
1/2 Signs etc (34.04) 
1/2 Paper stationery etc. (26.05) 
1/2 Signs etc (34.04) 
1/2 Other food products (21.08) 
1/2 Other chemical products (27.07) 
1/4 Paper products n.e.c. (26.03) 
1/4 Motor vehicles etc. (32.01) 
1/4 Plastic and related products (34.03) 
1/4 Other manufacturing (34.05) 
Public Administration (71.01) 
1/2 Banking 
1/2 Nonbank 
insurance 
Welfare etc 
Welfare etc 
(61.01) 
finance and life (61.02) 
(83.01) 
(83.01) 
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726 Legal fees Other business services (61.05) 
727 
729 
731 
732 
734 
730,733,735 
Fees n.e.c. 
Personal belongings insurance 
Personal advertising 
Non-holiday accommodation 
Repair of miscellaneous goods 
Funeral expenses : Hire of miscellaneous 
goods : Other miscellaneous services 
1/2 Other business services 
1/2 Public administration 
Other insurance 
Publishing 
1/2 Ownership of dwellings 
1/2 Restaurants, hotels and clubs 
Other repairs 
1/3 Other business services 
1/3 Public administration 
1/3 Personal services 
(61.05) 
(71.01) 
(61.03) 
(26.04) 
(61.06) 
(92.01) 
(49.02) 
(61.05) 
(71.01) 
(93.01) 
E) Major Commodity : TRANSPORTATION 
Commodity 
501-502 
503-505 
506-509 
510-513 
§14 
515 
516-518 
519-520 
522 
523 
Motor vehicle purchase 
Other vehicle purchase 
Motor vehicle fuel, lubricants and 
additives 
Vehicle registration and insurance 
Batteries 
Tyres and tubes 
Motor vehicle electrical accessories 
(purchased separately): Vehicle parts 
n.e.c. (Purchased separately): Vehicle 
accessories (purchased separately) 
Crash repairs : Vehicle servicing 
Parking fees 
Driving lessons 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Motor vehicles etc. 
Motor vehicles etc. 
Petroleum and coal products 
Other insurance 
Other electrical equipment 
Rubber products 
Motor vehicles etc. 
Mechanical repairs 
Road transport 
(32.01) 
(32.01) 
(27.08) 
(61.03) 
(33.04) 
(34.02) 
(32.01) 
(49.01) 
(51.01) 
Education, museum and library (82.01) 
524 Subscription to motoring organisations 
525-526 Vehicle hire and leasing expenses (non-
holiday) : Vehicle charges n.e.c. 
527 Rail fares 
528 Bus, tram fares 
529 Water transport fares 
530-531 Combined fares : Public transport fares 
undefined 
services 
Welfare etc (83.01) 
Road transport (51.01) 
Railway and other transport and (52.01) 
storage 
Road transport (51.01) 
Water transport (53.01) 
1/3 Road transport (51.01) 
532 
533 
534 
535 
Taxi fares 
Air fares 
Removalist fees 
Freight charges n.e.c. 
1/3 Railway and other transport (52.01) 
and storage 
1/3 Water transport 
Road transport 
Air transport 
Road transport 
1/4 Road transport 
1/4 Railway and other 
and storage 
1/4 Water transport 
1/4 Airtransport 
(53.01) 
(51.01) 
(54.01) 
(51.01) 
(51.01) 
transport (52.01) 
(53.01) 
(54.01) 
F) Major Commodity : HEALTH AND PERSONAL CARE 
Commodity 
451-453 
454-458 
459-463 
Accident and health insurance 
Practitioners' fees 
Prescriptions : Proprietary pain relievers 
Proprietary ointments, lotions : 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Other industries (61.03) 
Health (81.01) 
Pharmaceutical products etc. (27.04) 
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464 
465 
466-467 
468-469 
661-664 
665 
666-669 
Proprietary medicines n.e.c.: Creams, 
tablets and medicines undefined 
Surgical dressings 
Therapeutic appliances and equipment 
Pharmaceutical products n.e.c: 
Medicines, pharmaceutical products 
undefined 
Other health charges 
Toiletries and cosmetics 
Shavers, hairdryers and other personal 
toiletry equipment 
Hair dressing and beauty services 
Other textile products (23.07) 
Photographic, prof. And sci. (33.01) 
equipment 
Pharmaceutical products etc. (27.04) 
Health (81.01) 
Cosmetics and toilet preparations (27.06) 
Refrigerators, housheold (33.03) 
appliances etc. 
Personal services (93.01) 
G) IVIajor Commodity: 
Commodity 
261-263 Beer 
264-266 Wine 
267-269 Spirits 
270-272 Other alcoholic 
281-283 Tobacco 
beverages 
TOBACCO AND ALCOHOL 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Beer and malt 
Other alcoholic beverages 
Other alcoholic beverages 
Other alcoholic beverages 
Tobacco products 
(21.10) 
(21.11) 
(21.11) 
(21.11) 
(22.01) 
H) Major Commodity : ALL OTHER EXPENDITURE 
Commodity 
417 Child care services - institution 
418-419 Child care services - n.e.c. and undefined 
551,552-562 Television and other audio-visual 
equipment (excluding TV aerials) 
552 Television aerials 
563-565 Books : Newspapers : Magazines and 
comics 
566 Other printed material 
ASIC INDUSTRY 
Education, museum and library (82.01) 
services 
Personal services (93.01) 
Electronic equipment (33.02) 
567-568 Photographic equipment: Photographic 
film and chemicals 
569-570 Sunglasses : Optical goods n.e.c. 
571 Studio and other professional 
photography 
572 Musical instruments and accessories 
573 Purchase of boats 
574 Boat parts and accessories 
S78 Toys 
577 Camping equipment 
578-579 Sport equipment n.e.c. : Recreation 
equipment and games n.e.c. 
580-586 Gambling 
587-589 Hire of television, video cassette 
Other metal products (31.03) 
Publishing (26.04) 
1/2 Publishing (26.04) 
1/2 Paper stationery etc. (26.05) 
Photographic, prof. And sci. (33.01) 
equipment 
Other manufacturing (34.05) 
Personal services (93.01) 
Other manufacturing (34.05) 
Ships and boats (32.02) 
1/2 Other textile products (23.07) 
1/2 Ships and boats (32.02) 
1/6 Joinery and wood products (25.03) 
n.e.c. 
1/6 Paper stationery etc. (26.05) 
1/6 Other metal products (31.03) 
1/6 Rubber products (34.02) 
1/6 Plastic and related products (34.03) 
1/6 Other manufacturing (34.05) 
1/2 Other textile products (23.07) 
1/2 Other manufacturing (34.05) 
Other manufacturing (34.05) 
Entertainment and recreational (91.01) 
services 
Retail trade (48.01) 
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590 
591-595 
596 
597-602 
§03 
604-605 
606-611,613-
614 
612 
ms 
617-618 
recorder, video cassette tapes 
Membership of video cassette library 
Repair and insurance of audio-visual, 
optical and photographic, sports and 
other recreational equipment 
Registration and insurance of boats 
Sporting charges 
Education, museum and library (82.01) 
services 
Other repairs (49.02) 
624 
625 
626 
627 
628 
629-632 
633 
Sports lessons 
Sports and other recreational equipment 
hire 
Recreation and amusement charges 
Art gallery and museum fees 
Non-sporting club and association 
subscriptions 
Cultural and other non-sporting lessons 
Entertainment and recreation charges 
n.e.c. and undefined 
Holidays - Australia 624-634 
Air fares 
Rail fares 
Bus fares 
Other fares (including vehicle hire) 
Holiday petrol 
Accommodation charges 
Airfare inclusive packages 
Other insurance 
Entertainment and 
services 
Education, museum 
services 
Retail trade 
Entertainment and 
services 
Education, museum 
services 
Welfare etc 
Education, museum 
services 
Entertainment and 
services 
recreational 
and library 
recreational 
and library 
and library 
recreational 
(61.03) 
(91.01) 
(82.01) 
(48.01) 
(91.01) 
(82.01) 
(83.01) 
(82.01) 
(91.01) 
634 Other package tours 
Holidays - Overseas 635-640 
635 Air fares 
636 Other fares 
637-638, 640 Motel and hotel charges : Other 
accommodation charges : Other package 
tours 
639 Airfare inclusive package tours 
711-717 Education fees 
Airtransport (54.01) 
Railway and other transport and (52.01) 
storage 
Road transport (51.01) 
1/2 Road transport (51.01) 
1/2 Water transport (53.01) 
Petroleum and coal products (27.08) 
Restaurants, hotels and clubs (92.01) 
1/2 Airtransport (54.01) 
1/2 Restaurants, hotels and clubs (92.01) 
3/10 Road transport (51.01) 
1/10 Railway and other transport (52.01) 
and storage 
1/10 Water transport (53.01) 
1/2 Restaurants, hotels and clubs (92.01) 
Airtransport (54.01) 
1/3 Road transport (51.01) 
1/3 Railway and other transport (52.01) 
and storage 
1/3 Water transport (53.01) 
IMPORTS 
1/2 Airtransport (54.01) 
1/2 IMPORTS 
Education, museum and library (82.01) 
services 
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MARGINS 
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H. TABLE OF FINAL CONSUMERS' EXPENDITURE MARGINS 
PROPORTIONS 
INDUSTRY CTAX WTAX RETR ROAD RAIL WATER AIR MARINE RHC 
(01.01 
(01.02 
(01.03 
(01.04 
(01.05 
(01.06 
(02.00 
(03.00 
(04.00 
(11.01 
(11.02 
(12.00 
(14.00 
(16.00 
(21.01 
(21.02 
(21.03 
(21.04 
(21.05 
(21.06 
(21.07 
(21.08 
(21.09 
(21.10 
(21.11 
(22.01 
(23.01 
(23.02 
(23.03 
(23.04 
(23.05 
(23.06 
(23.07 
(24.01 
(24.02 
(24.03 
(25.01 
(25.02 
(25.03 
(25.04 
(26.01 
(26.02 
(26.03 
(26.04 
(26.05 
(27.01 
(27.02 
(27.03 
(27.04 
0.0000 
-0.0543 
0.0000 
0.0000 
-0.0642 
-0.0071 
0.0000 
0.0000 
-0.0003 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1048 
0.0000 
0.0000 
-0.0089 
0.0025 
-0.0026 
0.0001 
0.0019 
-0.0072 
0.0704 
0.0086 
0.0544 
0.3829 
0.2594 
0.5834 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0062 
-0.0431 
0.0017 
0.0144 
0.0000 
-0.0033 
0.0000 
-0.0061 
-0.0018 
0.0294 
0.0083 
0.2321 
0.0000 
0.0606 
-0.0087 
0.1971 
-0.0095 
0.0262 
0.0000 
0.0004 
0.0000 
0.0077 
0.0000 
0.0528 
0.0987 
0.1091 
0.0000 
0.0923 
0.0428 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0419 
0.0019 
0.0000 
0.0638 
0.0900 
0.0704 
0.0919 
0.0787 
0.0559 
0.1316 
0.0726 
0.0397 
0.0176 
0.1422 
0.0263 
0.0000 
0.1384 
0.1465 
0.1657 
0.1337 
0.0800 
0.1272 
0.0000 
0.1067 
0.1058 
0.0778 
0.1254 
0.1127 
0.1156 
0.0100 
0.0233 
0.0786 
0.1179 
0.0542 
0.0381 
0.0790 
0.0613 
0.2165 
0.0000 
0.1433 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0975 
0.1714 
0.0000 
0.2547 
0.1892 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0929 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2070 
0.1855 
0.1803 
0.1060 
0.1806 
0.2166 
0.2459 
0.1392 
0.1749 
0.0450 
0.0402 
0.1183 
0.0000 
0.2817 
0.2484 
0.2244 
0.3167 
0.2403 
0.1811 
0.1338 
0.3103 
0.3162 
0.2837 
0.2823 
0.2913 
0.2478 
0.4814 
0.3367 
0.3700 
0.3609 
0.2423 
0.2565 
0.0300 
0.2824 
0.4367 
0.0000 
0.0136 
0.0000 
0.0424 
0.0332 
0.0522 
0.0000 
0.1349 
0.0237 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0260 
0.4481 
0.0000 
0.0125 
0.0158 
0.0740 
0.0233 
0.0144 
0.0101 
0.0161 
0.0193 
0.0185 
0.0082 
0.0085 
0.0026 
0.0000 
0.0065 
0.0065 
0.0079 
0.0551 
0.0151 
0.0101 
0.3160 
0.0052 
0.0080 
0.0349 
0.0392 
0.0103 
0.0251 
0.0135 
0.0167 
0.0209 
0.0432 
0.0305 
0.0535 
0.0257 
0.0083 
0.0126 
0.0000 
0.0492 
0.0000 
0.0008 
0.0018 
0.0163 
0.0000 
0.0199 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0761 
0.0048 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0024 
0.0014 
0.0007 
0.0088 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0035 
0.0003 
0.0038 
0.0015 
0.0002 
0.0000 
0.0011 
0.0012 
0.0016 
0.0014 
0.0012 
0.0019 
0.0048 
0.0006 
0.0009 
0.0081 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0016 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0010 
0.0010 
0.0169 
0.0007 
0.0003 
0.0011 
0.0000 
0.0009 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0028 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0005 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0118 
0.0038 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0011 
0.0020 
0.0005 
0.0001 
0.0013 
0.0049 
0.0002 
0.0001 
0.0007 
0.0007 
0.0000 
0.0017 
0.0026 
0.0038 
0.0045 
0.0010 
0.0029 
0.0007 
0.0013 
0.0019 
0.0026 
0.0008 
0.0003 
0.0003 
0.0024 
0.0000 
0.0048 
0.0003 
0.0002 
0.0019 
0.0022 
0.0006 
0.0003 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0033 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0042 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0004 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0011 
0.0002 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0005 
0.0000 
0.0028 
0.0014 
0.0031 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0008 
0.0059 
0.0015 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0091 
0.0020 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0012 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0004 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0002 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0003 
0.0002 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0003 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0013 
0.0004 
0.0006 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0010 
0.0000 
0.0054 
0.0007 
0.0008 
0.0009 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0006 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0002 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0009 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0035 
0.0044 
0.0014 
0.0046 
0.2883 
0.2772 
0.0025 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0029 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
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INDUSTRY 
(27.05) 
(27.06) 
(27.07) 
(27.08) 
(28.01) 
(28.02) 
(28.03) 
(28.04) 
(28.05) 
(28.06) 
(29.01) 
(29.02) 
(31.01) 
(31.02) 
(31.03) 
(32.01) 
(32.02) 
(32.03) 
(32.04) 
(33.01) 
(33.02) 
(33.03) 
(33.04) 
(33.05) 
(33.06) 
(33.07) 
(34.01) 
(34.02) 
(34.03) 
(34.04) 
(34.05) 
(36.01) 
(36.02) 
(37.01) 
(41.01) 
(41.02) 
(47.01) 
(48.01) 
(49.01) 
(49.02) 
(51.01) 
(52.01) 
(53.01) 
(54.01) 
(56.01) 
(61.01) 
(61.02) 
(61.03) 
(61.04) 
(61.05) 
(61.06) 
(71.01) 
(72.01) 1 
CTAX 
0.0605 
0.1086 
0.1545 
0.1506 
0.0866 
0.0224 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0061 
0.1662 
0.1247 
0.0698 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1229 
0.1494 
0.0195 
0.0199 
0.0000 
0.0000 
-0.0105 
0.0198 
0.1451 
0.0356 
0.1571 
0.1189 
0.0071 
0.0514 
-0.0133 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
-0.1871 
-0.9077 
-0.0486 
-0.0002 
0.0000 
0.0394 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0397 
0.0000 
-0.0003 
0.0000 
0.0000 
W T A X 
0.0315 
0.1239 
0.0597 
0.1246 
0.0820 
0.0975 
0.0305 
0.0000 
0.1020 
0.0791 
0.0311 
0.0882 
0.0531 
0.0600 
0.0959 
0.0252 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0075 
0.1040 
0.0885 
0.0982 
0.1376 
0.1340 
0.1336 
0.1030 
0.0693 
0.1013 
0.0581 
0.1105 
0.1116 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
RETR 
0.2254 
0.3471 
0.2485 
0.0680 
0.3801 
0.4214 
0.2957 
0.0000 
0.2895 
0.2567 
0.2509 
0.0004 
0.0771 
0.2675 
0.2966 
0.2231 
0.1749 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2473 
0.2362 
0.1860 
0.2356 
0.2410 
0.0000 
0.2022 
0.3996 
0.2708 
0.2822 
0.4916 
0.2525 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
ROAD 
0.0281 
0.0166 
0.0195 
0.0170 
0.0223 
0.0425 
0.0624 
0.0000 
0.0630 
0.0692 
0.0133 
0.0149 
0.0169 
0.0166 
0.0094 
0.0105 
0.0248 
0.0000 
0.0016 
0.0067 
0.0050 
0.0134 
0.0093 
0.0050 
0.0109 
0.0080 
0.0184 
0.0093 
0.0166 
0.0081 
0.0038 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 10.0000 
RAIL 
0.0018 
0.0008 
0.0012 
0.0057 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0338 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0006 
0.0068 
0.0036 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0025 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0029 
0.0025 
0.0070 
0.0027 
0.0053 
0.0000 
0.0006 
0.0003 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
W A T E R 
0.0003 
0.0007 
0.0067 
0.0026 
0.0004 
0.0004 
0.0095 
0.0000 
0.0005 
0.0042 
0.0099 
0.0045 
0.0060 
0.0020 
0.0005 
0.0016 
0.0022 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0009 
0.0012 
0.0017 
0.0013 
0.0070 
0.0027 
0.0019 
0.0007 
0.0011 
0.0006 
0.0005 
0.0034 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
AIR 
0.0000 
0.0006 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0015 
0.0001 
0.0003 
0.0001 
0.0002 
0.0001 
0.0010 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0011 
0.0039 
0.0028 
0.0025 
0.0090 
0.0309 
0.0030 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0003 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
MARINE 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0007 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0005 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0004 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
RHC 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0067 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
1.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0013 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
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INDUSTRY 
(81.01) 
(82.01) 
(83.01) 
(91.01) 
(92.01) 
(93.01) 
CTAX 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2187 
0.0000 
0.0000 
WTAX 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
RETR 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0055 
0.0000 
0.0000 
ROAD 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
RAIL 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
WATER 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
AIR 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
MARINE 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
RHC 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
CTAX 
WHTR 
RETR 
ROAD 
RAIL 
WATER 
AIR 
MARINE 
RHC 
KEY 
Commodity tax proportion 
Wholesale trade margin proportion 
Retail trade margin proportion 
Road transport margin proportion 
Railway transport, other transport and storage margin proportion 
Water transport margin proportion 
Air transport margin proportion 
Marine insurance margin proportion 
Restaurants, hotels and clubs margin proportion 
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Appendix I 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output 
Industries by Region 
1.1 Brisbane Moreton Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8401 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5060 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1758 
0.0173 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3870 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2908 
0.0080 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.6298 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4536 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1383 
0.0182 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8819 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0047 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8353 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8401 
1.2 Wide Bay-Burnett Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8279 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4556 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1583 
0.0156 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3395 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2551 
0.0071 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5960 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3979 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1214 
0.0159 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8346 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0046 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8232 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8279 
Page 536 
Appendix I 
1.3 Fitzroy Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
Ind. 
No. 
Food 
Accomm 
Food 
External 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
Transport 
Fares 
Petrol 
Oil 
Vehicle 
Rental 
Other 
Exp 
Accomm 
1 
2 
3 
4 
f 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8109 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4562 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1585 
0.0156 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3577 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2688 
0.0074 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5929 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4193 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1279 
0.0168 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8303 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0045 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8063 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8109 
1.4 Mackay Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
t 
4 
i 
1 
r 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8179 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4557 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1583 
0.0156 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3435 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2581 
0.0071 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5921 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4026 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1228 
0.0161 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8291 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0046 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8132 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8179 
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1.5 Nortiiern Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
§2 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8300 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4439 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1542 
0.0152 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3315 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2491 
0.0069 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5794 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3885 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1185 
0.0156 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8114 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0046 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8253 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8300 
1.6 FarNorth Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8269 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4188 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1455 
0.0143 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3275 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2461 
0.0068 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5704 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3839 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1171 
0.0154 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7988 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other Accomm 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0046 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8222 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8269 
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1.7 Darling Downs Region 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
? 
8 
i 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8037 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4227 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1469 
0.0144 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3290 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2473 
0.0068 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5872 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3857 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1176 
0.0154 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8223 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0045 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7991 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8037 
1.8 West Queensland 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries. 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
f 
4 
S 
6 
7 
S 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7794 
Food 
External 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4119 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1431 
0.0141 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2814 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.2115 
0.0058 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Transport 
Fares 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5698 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Petrol 
Oil 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3299 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1006 
0.0132 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
Vehicle 
Rental 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7980 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
other 
Exp 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0043 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7749 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.7794 
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1.9 Total Queensland 
Conversion Matrix from Visitor Expenditures to Input-Output Industries 
Ind. 
No. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
i 
7 
« 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Food 
Accomm 
Food 
External 
Pleasure 
Shopping 
Transport 
Fares 
Petrol 
Oil 
Vehicle 
Rental 
Other 
Exp 
Accomm 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8844 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.5718 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1987 
0.0195 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4082 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.3068 
0.0085 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.6380 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.4785 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.1459 
0.0192 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8934 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0050 
0.0001 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8794 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.0000 
0.8844 
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APPENDIX J Queensland Visitor Sun/ey Region Boundaries 
MAJOR REGION 
Gold Coast 
Greater Brisbane 
• 
Sunshine Coast 
Wide Bay-Burnett 
Capricorn 
Mackay 
Townsville 
Cairns 
SUB-REGIONS 
Gold Coast - North 
Gold Coast - South 
Brisbane 
Moreton Balance 
Caloundra 
Maroochydore 
Noosa 
Hervey Bay/Maryborough 
Bundaberg 
Balance of Wide Bay 
Gladstone 
Rockhampton 
Yeppoon 
Capricorn Islands 
Balance of Capricorn 
Mackay City/Pioneer 
Whitsunday Area 
Whitsunday Islands 
Balance of Mackay 
Townsville City 
Townsville Islands 
Balance of Townsville 
Cairns 
Cairns Hinterland/South of Cairns 
Localities 
North of Nerang -
Broadbeach Road 
Brisbane City 
Pine Rivers 
Redcliffe City 
Redlands 
Boonah 
Gatton 
Ipswich 
Esk 
Kilcoy 
Laidley 
Logan City 
Caboolture 
Hervey Bay 
Maryborough 
Eraser Island 
Bundaberg 
Biggenden 
Gympie 
Kingaroy 
Great Keppel 
Heron 
Blackwater 
Emerald 
Mt Morgan 
Airlie Beach 
Proserpine 
Shute Harbour 
Clermont 
Sarina 
Magnetic 
Orpheus 
Ayr 
Charters Towers 
Ravenswood 
Atherton 
Innisfail 
Georgetown 
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APPENDIX I (continued) Queensland Visitor Survey Region Boundaries 
MAJOR REGION 
Cairns (continued) 
Outback 
Darling Downs Region 
SUB-REGIONS 
Port Douglas and Northern Beaches 
Cairns Islands 
Balance of Cairns 
North West 
South West 
Central West 
Toowoomba 
Balance of Darling Downs 
Localities 
Cape Tribulation 
Palm Cove 
Port Douglas 
Green 
Lizard 
Fitzroy 
Cooktown 
Mareeba 
Ravenshoe 
Burketown 
Cloncurry 
Richmond 
Charleville 
Roma 
Barcaldine 
Birdsville 
Longreach 
Chinchilla 
Oakey 
Warwick 
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Queensland Regional Tourist Associations 
1. Gold Coast Visitors and Convention Bureau 
2. Inland Queensland Tourism and Development Association Inc. 
3. Southern Downs Tourist Association Inc. 
4. Brisbane Visitors and Convention Bureau 
5. Toowoomba and Golden West Regional Tourist Association 
6. Tourism Sunshine Coast 
7. Bundaberg District Tourism and Development Board Ltd. 
8. Fraser Coast - South Bumett Regional Tourism Board 
9. Reef Adventureland - Gladstone Area Promotion and Development Ltd. 
10. Capricorn Tourism and Development Organisation inc. 
11. Tourism Mackay Inc. 
12. Whitsunday Tourism Association Inc. 
13. Outback Queensland Tourism Authority 
14. Townsville Enterprise Ltd. 
15. Gulf Local Authorities Development Association Inc. 
16. Far North Queensland Promotion Bureau Ltd. 
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\iap liUislraUtig Queensland Regional Toun^l Association 
dijT&urlan Amociaiioa 
GUdyontAna 
PrwjDi^ ion & 
Sundawr^ Di&irlrl Tuuf Isn 
'iaitrCa»t-&ouih BuriiEll 
An^auLTourian &itira 
'ltiur\s\i Sansiiint Ciml 
CiB>rWiDn BuruJJ 
Soutkrn 
DchfJH CudVfrEion Buruu 
Zanoi SmiauTc: 
Zones (Super ragiDru) 
Regional TourijiAuodt^cnBo^Klanct 
Source- KJnhill Cameron McNamara. Capricorn Region Tounsm Sfroie^. £)rafl for Discussion. April. 
1395. p.26. 
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List of Abbreviations 
AA AustraUan Airlines 
ABS AustraUan Bureau of Statistics 
ACF Australian Conservation Foundation 
ACT Australian Capital Territory 
ACTU Australian Council of Trade Unions 
AEO Australian Exhibits Organisation 
AFAP AustraUan Federation of Airline Pilots 
AFTA Australian Federation of Travel Agents 
ACIR Australian Industrial Relations Commission 
ALP Australian Labor Party 
ANPA Australian National Publicity Association 
ANZSIC Australia and New Zealand Standard Industrial Classification 
ASA Air Service Agreement 
ASTIC AustraUan Standard of Tourist Industry Classification 
ASTOA AustraUan Shipping and Travel Officers Association 
ATC AustraUan Tourist Commission 
ATIA AustraUan Tourism Industry Association 
AVSTATS Aviation Statistics 
AWU Australian Workers Union 
BESBRA Brisbane Exposition and South Bank Redevelopment Authority 
BIE Bureauof Industry Economics 
BIE Bureau for Intemational Expositions 
BOMA Building Owners and Managers Association of Australia 
BTR Bureauof Tourism Research 
CBD Central Business District 
CPA Caims Port Authority 
CSIRO Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation 
DASETT Department of Arts, Sport Environment, Tourism and Territories 
DEET Department of Education, Employment and Training (Commonwealth) 
DSRT Department of Sport, Recreation and Tourism (Commonwealth) 
DTC Department of Transport and Communication 
DTES Domestic Tourism Expenditure Survey 
DTM Domestic Tourism Monitor 
DTR Department of Tourism and Recreation 
EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 
EMDG Export Market Development Grants 
FAC Federal Airports Corporation 
FIRB Foreign Investment Review Board 
GDP Gross Domestic Product 
GSO Govemment Statistician's Office 
lAC Industries Assistance Commission 
lATA Intemational Air Transport Association 
ICAO Intemational Civil Aviation Organisation 
IRC Industrial Relations Commission 
ITOA Inbound Tour Operators of Australia 
rVS Intemational Visitor Survey 
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LDDC London Docklands Development Corporation 
MSRP Major Survey Research Program 
NSW New South Wales 
NT Northem Territory 
NZTPO New Zealand Tourism and Publicity Department 
OAD Overseas Arrivals and Departures 
OECD Organisation of Economic Cooperafion and Development 
PAC New South Wales Public Accounts Committee 
QEC Queensland Events Corporation 
QIC Queensland Investment Corporation 
QTTC Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation 
QVS Queensland Visitor Survey 
RAC Resources Assessment Commission 
RAGITT Report ofthe Australian Govemment Inquiry into Tourism 
RETA-Q Regional Tourism Activity - Queensland 
RTA Regional Tourism Association 
SBC South Bank Corporation 
SMH Sydney Morning Herald 
STA Survey of Tourist Accommodation 
TAA Trans Australia Airlines 
TFC Tourism Forecasting Council 
TOPS Tourism Overseas Promotion Scheme 
TCF Travel Compensation Fund 
TIAS Travel Industries Automated System 
TTF Tourism Task Force 
VEF Victorian Employers Federation 
WTO World Tourism Organisation 
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